
To: "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" [mccarthy.gina@epa.gov]; Diane Thompson" 
[thompson.diane@epa.gov]; Scott Fulton" [Fulton.Scott@epamail.epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Man 8/17/2009 6:32:38 PM 
Subject: One more OMB request. .. 

Sally Ericsson mentioned to me that she would welcome analyses of EPA resource needs for climate -both 
assuming no bill passes and we simply need to do work and assuming a bill passes. Gina -Can you or Beth 
work (under extremely close hold) on such analyses so we can discuss in our next 1 on 1 and then 
ultimately get to Sally? Tx. Lisa 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

"Robert Goulding" [goulding.robert@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 8/17/2009 6:32:59 PM 
Fw: One more OMB request... 

FYI. For tracking. 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 08/17/2009 02:32 PM EDT 
To: "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>; "Diane Thompson" 

<thompson.diane@epa.gov>; Scott Fulton 
Subject: One more OMB request ... 

Sally Ericsson mentioned to me that she would welcome analyses of EPA resource needs for climate -both 
assuming no bill passes and we simply need to do work and assuming a bill passes. Gina -Can you or Beth 
work (under extremely close hold) on such analyses so we can discuss in our next 1 on 1 and then 
ultimately get to Sally? Tx. Lisa 
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To: CN=David Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Lisa 
Heinzerl ing/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 8/18/2009 2:42:31 PM 
Subject: Re: Followup info 

Send away. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 08/18/2009 09:30AM EDT 
To: Gina McCarthy 
Cc: Diane Thompson; Lisa Heinzerling; Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Followup info 

You might consider also sending the attached fact sheet that Climate Change Division staff prepared and 
that we sent to Feinstein's office in advance of the Senate Approps Committee markup of our 
appropriations bill in July. It points out that the only agricultural facilities included in the M RR are massive 
industrial ones. 

[attachment "Manure facilities_GHG Reporting.doc" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 

From: Gina McCarthy/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: David Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Lisa 
Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 08/18/2009 09:17AM 
Subject: Followup info 

One last piece of info requested by Phil on yesterday's call had to do with the Reporting Rule and who was 
in and who was out. The attached lists who;s in and who's delayed. When you are Ok with it, I would like 
to send the info along. 
[attachment "Sources in Final MRR.xls" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
"Aaron Dickerson" [dickerson.aaron@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 8/18/2009 2:43:38 PM 
Re: 

This dental apptmt is taking a long time. Likely will be in in an hour. Sorry. Yikes. 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 08/18/2009 10:10 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Aaron Dickerson; Robert Goulding 
Subject: Fw: Talking Points: American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 

FYI 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 
-----Forwarded by Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US on 08/18/2009 10:09 AM-----

From: "M i Ia kofs ky, Ben j a mLf!..!=~.'~.J.~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~~~~-?,!i~(.~~~.Y!i~Y~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~J 
T9~·-·-·-·-·--~'J~'--C..h.Ci?.!C?.P.D_E~LP.::~L-----·-·-~~!~?-~~-~-~!!'!~.~Y.-·-·-·-·--·-·-·-j "Smith, Elizabeth S." 
i Personal Privacy [,"Kimball, Astri B." {·-·-·-·-·-·-Perso.naTPrivac-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 "Hurlbut, 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· L y ~ 
Brandon K." i Personal Privacy i "French·-·Mfdi-aefF-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

[_~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~~-~~~~~.r.~-~~~~y~·-~·-~·-~·-~·-~·-~·-~J~;-Mii~-k-;;f~-ky~·-Be n jam in' E.'' {:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~~~~~~~~~(~:~(~:~~i~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:J 
Date: 08/17/2009 04:14 PM 
Subject: Talking Points: American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 

Dear Chiefs of Staff: 

Please see the latest talking points on the Recovery Act. 

--Cabinet Affairs 

American Recovery and Reinvestment Act 
Talking Points, 8/17/09 

Greatest Economic Crisis in a Generation 
When President Obama took office, we were facing the greatest economic crisis in a generation and the 
economy was on the precipice of a second depression or great recession. 

The economy that was losing, on average, 700,000 jobs a month. 
The growth rate had hit negative 6.3 percent- the worst since the 1982 recession. 
Foreclosures were at record levels and residential investment had fallen by more than 40 percent in 

just eighteen months. 
Banks were in crisis and freezing lending. 
And nearly $10 trillion in wealth had been lost in the stock market which was on a steady downward 
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spiral. 

Creating Stability, Helping Those Harmed 
In the first six months, the Recovery Act- along with our other economic initiatives- has worked to stabilize 
economic conditions and help those harmed by the economic crisis. 
We are not in recovery yet- but we have created the stability necessary to get us there. 
Our economic problems are years in the making and they won't be solved overnight- but the Recovery Act has 
helped pull us back from the brink and avoid the peril that could have befallen us. 
In the first full quarter of the Recovery Act: 
GDP fell much more slowly- at a rate of 1 percent- than the last two quarters when it fell at a rate of 6 percent. 
State and local spending increased 2.4 percent- an unexpected reversal that links directly to fiscal relief to the 
states- after falling for the last six months. 
Household income grew at a yearly rate of almost 5 percent following declines in the previous nine months. 
Business investment contracted much less than expected, as confidence is slowly returning to the economy. 
We acted quickly, moving assistance to hard-hit families, businesses and state governments to help those harmed 
by the recession immediately after the Recovery Act was signed. 
Now, because of the Recovery Act: 

Ninety-five percent of working families are already seeing the benefits of the Making Work Pay tax credit in 
their paychecks. 

Those dealing with a job loss are collecting an extra $25 a week in unemployment benefits- assistance more 
than 12 million Americans have already benefited from. 

Families relying on COBRA health insurance are paying 65 percent less for their health coverage. 
Families qualifying for food assistance through the Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) have 

seen their benefits increase by over 13 percent. 
Over fifty-one million seniors, as well as veterans and other high-need groups, have received $250 relief 

payments in the mail. 
More than 7 million low and moderate-income students will receive a 15 percent increase in their Pell Grant 

awards to help pay for college. 
State governments have received over $34 billion in additional Medicaid funds at a time when they are facing 

record budget shortfalls. 
And tens of thousands of teachers, law enforcement officials and firefighters are staying on the job at our 

schools, police stations and firehouses because of the billions of dollars in Recovery Act assistance we moved to 
state and local governments. 

Creating and Saving Jobs 
The Recovery Act is working to stem job losses and rebuild our economic base. 
We are losing fewer jobs than we were before the Recovery Act was signed. 
In January, the month before the Recovery Act was signed into law, the economy lost 741,000 jobs- the largest 
job loss in a single month in over half a century. 
By June, the economy was losing one-third fewer jobs than it was at the start of the year. 
Countless businesses- both small and large- have said they have avoided layoffs thanks to the Recovery Act. 
And the significant technology and infrastructure investments we are making today are not just creating jobs now, 
but laying the groundwork for our economic growth in the future. 
Over 30,000 Recovery Act projects- ranging from community health center expansions to military facility upgrades 
to transportation construction jobs- have already been approved. 
More than $24 billion has been made available to fund over 7,400 shovel-ready transportation construction 
projects- over 4,000 of which are already underway. 
Over $369 million has been put to work improving rural water systems. 
$2 billion has moved out to state governments and community organizations to fund weatherization programs that 
improve the energy-efficiency of low-income homes. 
Nearly half a billion is funding long-overdue clean-ups of Superfund sites. 
These projects not only create jobs directly through contractors receiving awards, but also create a ripple effect 
across the entire construction industry as demand for supplies and services increases. 
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Smart and Accountable Spending 
We are not just working quickly to put Recovery dollars to work, but spending them wisely. 
We have already approved over 30,000 Recovery Act projects- while still subjecting every dollar of Recovery Act 
spending to unprecedented standards for efficiency and accountability. 
Wasteful or unwise projects are rooted out and rejected up front. 
Not a single Recovery Act project is funded as a result of an earmark or political considerations. 
Recovery Act projects are coming in as much as 10, 20- even 30- percent under-budget, which means more 
money available to fund more projects that put more people back to work. 
And Recovery.gov, the one-stop shop where the public can see how Recovery dollars are being put to work is 
updated weekly with the latest spending information. 
In fact, our critics are able to crunch the latest numbers and investigate our work precisely because of the historic 
level of information available to the public on the site. 

Right On-Schedule 
We're right on-schedule- and in many cases, we're ahead of schedule- when it comes to putting Recovery Act 
funds to work creating jobs, aiding states and jump-starting shovel-ready projects. 
In fact, economic and budget expert Stan Callender recently noted that uit would be hard to move more quickly." 
Our efforts are unfolding exactly as planned. 
We originally said we would spend 70 percent of the funds by September 2010- and we're on-track to do exactly 
that. 
So far, about 32 percent of the funds have been put to work in about 29 percent of the days of the Recovery Act. 
Of the $499 billion in Recovery Act spending, over $200 billion has already been obligated to programs and 
projects. 
We have been putting Recovery dollars to work at a rate of over $1 billion a day. 
Of the $288 billion in Recovery Act tax relief, over $53 billion has already been applied. 
And when it comes to two critical priorities- moving aid to states and jump-starting shovel-ready projects that 
create jobs- we are actually ahead of schedule: 
Highway Projects- The Recovery Act set an ambitious benchmark that all states had to put at least 50 percent of 
their highway dollars to work in just 120 days. Every state not only met that goal, but exceeded it by at least 10 
days. 
Aid to States- At a time when states are facing record budget shortfalls, the Government Accountability Office 
(GAO), Congress's watchdog, noted that Recovery Act funds are moving to states {{faster than anticipated." 

Just Getting Started 
We've made a lot of progress in the first six months- but we're just getting started. 
We had always hoped that we would be able to lay the groundwork in the first 100 days to ramp up our efforts in 
the second- and now we're doing exactly that. 
In June, the President and Vice President announced 10 major Recovery Act projects that are starting across the 
country over the summer including: 
Rehabilitation and improvement projects at 98 airports and over 1,500 highway locations. 
Improvements to 90 veterans medical centers in 38 states. 
Construction of 200 new waste and water systems in rural communities. 
2,300 construction and rehabilitation projects at 359 military facilities. 
Billions of dollars of grant programs established in the first phase of the Recovery Act are now starting to award 
funds to businesses, local governments and community organizations. 
EPA is awarding nearly $300 million in contracts to communities in 12 states throughout the country for everything 
from the cleanup of abandoned industrial sites, to the securing of clean drinking water reservoirs. 
Nearly a billion dollars in Community Development Block Grants are heading out the door to local government and 
community organizations over the summer. 
$2.4 billion in grants to jumpstart the manufacture of electric vehicle batteries and other next generation energy
efficient cars were awarded this month. 
At the end of the summer, we will start awarding over $15 billion in grant funds for three visionary Recovery Act 
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programs- broadband, high speed rail and smart grid- that will not just create jobs now, but shape America's 
economy in the 21st century. 
And while we made steady progress putting funds to work in the first half of this calendar year, we plan to put 
approximately double that amount to work in the second half of the year. 

No Turning Back 
Because of our efforts, the economy has stabilized and we are beginning to see some early signs of progress- but 
we are not out of the woods yet. 

Unfortunately, the same critics who wanted to do nothing as we teetered on the edge of a depression or a great 
recession now want to undo the work we have done. 

But the risk of reversing course now remains high and the greatest mistake we could make is to let up now. 
We're still far too close to the economic precipice we faced just a short time ago. 

Our economic challenges are the result of years of deferred problems and it's not going to be enough to just begin 
to rescue the economy- we need to rebuild it better. 

The road to recovery is long, but with every Recovery dollar we spend and project we start, we are one step closer 
to getting there. 
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To: 
Cc: 

"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov]; Bob Sussman" [Sussman.bob@epa.gov] 
"Diane Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov] 

From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 8/19/2009 11 :57:24 PM 
Subject: Fw: Google Alert- lisa jackson epa 

Well done folks! Shall I thank Linda too? 

From: Google Alerts [googlealerts-noreply@google.com] 
Sent: 08/19/2009 11:45 PM GMT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Google Alert- lisa jackson epa 

Google News Alert for: lisa jackson epa 

EPA Releases Taxies Data Early 
OMB Watch 
In a news release, EPA Administrator Lisa Jackson said, "While we are still analyzing this information, we 
hope this raw data will be reviewed and used ... 
See all stories on this topic 

This as-it-happens Google Alert is brought to you by Google. 

Remove this alert. 
Create another alert. 
Manage your alerts. 
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To: CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Diane 
Thompso n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Thur 8/20/2009 2:25:29 PM 
Subject: Re: Coalfields Visits 

Diane, 

~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

~-------------------------~~-~-~-~-~-~~!-~~~------------------------1 
-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 08/20/2009 10:09 AM EDT 
To: Seth Oster; Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson 
Subject: Fw: Coalfields Visits 

-----Original Message----
From: Gregory Peck 
Sent: 08/20/2009 09:50AM EDT 
To: Peter Silva; Bob Sussman 
Subject: Coalfields Visits 

The interagency mining outreach team met yesterday afternoon regarding the proposed "tour and public 
meetings" in the Appalachian coalfields. The group agreed that it would be best to have senior career 
people host the public meetings in WV and KY. DOl, Corps, and EPA reps from the field and HQ would 
host the public meetings. Visits by senior leadership from the agencies would follow and would involve 
meetings with Governors, perhaps editorial board discussions and similar activities. We'll get you more as 
this proceeds. 

Thanks for your guidance on this. 

Greg 

Gregory E. Peck 
Chief of Staff 
Office of Water 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

202-564-5778 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Betsaida Alcantara/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 8/20/2009 8:05:18 PM 
Re: Facebook profile 

FACEBOOK PROFILE QUESTIONS:Birthday: February 8, 1962 
Gender: Female 

Activities: cook, ski, hike, being a beach bum 

Interests: good books, politics, crossword puzzles (addicted) 

Favorite Music: Springsteen forever, old school funk, lately neosoul and some Latin jazz has me going 

Favorite Movies: documentaries are cool. and sappy is also good for me, but satires and adult comedy is 
fun too 
Casablanca, My Fair Lady, Bull Durham, Broadcast News, Knocked Up was so funny to me 

Favorite Quotations: hmm 

About Me: Michael Moats will be working on a statement for your review. Please let us know if there is 
anything in particular you would like to cover. We want to make sure it is not too formal. 

Education Info 
Colleges:Tulane University 1983 
B.S. in Chemical Engineering summa cum laude 

Princeton University, M.S. in Chemical Engineering 1986 

High Schooi:Saint Mary's Dominican High School '79 

-----Original Message----
From: Betsaida Alcantara 
Sent: 08/18/2009 02:56 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Michael Moats 
Subject: Facebook profile 

LPJ, 
We are working on building your Facebook presence. Here are some Facebook profile questions to 
answer or answers to confirm. This is not pressing, so please get back to us when you have time. 

Thank you, 
Betsaida 

FACEBOOK PROFILE QUESTIONS: 

Birthday: February 8, 1962 

Gender: Female 

Activities: 
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Interests: 

Favorite Music: 

Favorite Movies: 

Favorite Quotations: 

About Me: 
Michael Moats will be working on a statement for your review. Please let us know if there is anything in particular 
you would like to cover. We want to make sure it is not too formal. 

Education Info 
Colleges: 
Tulane University (what year?) 
B.A. in what? Chemical Engineering? 

Princenton University 
M.A. in Chemical Engineering (what year?) 

High School: 
Saint Mary's Dominican High School '79 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 8/21/2009 12:44:34 PM 
Re: 

Sure. Next week at your 1 on 1 would be good. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 08/21/2009 08:17AM EDT 
To: "Lisa Jackson" <Windsor.Richard@epa.gov> 

Do you want to talk sometime soon about the possible N.O. project you had suggested to Marcia some 
time ago? It would be exciting to do this. 
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To: CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Diane 
Thompso n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: CN=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Fri 8/21/2009 2:03:15 PM 
Subject: Re: BNA: EPA Said to Be Nearing Proposal to Limit Stationary Sources' Carbon 
Dioxide Emissions 

There is little new here. Given all the briefings and talk, I am not at all surprised that numbers are starting 
to float around. Indeed numbers have been floated since last year. 

Deliberative 
-----Original Message----

From: Gina McCarthy 
Sent: 08/21/2009 09:32AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson 
Cc: Seth Oster; Lisa Heinzerling; Bob Sussman 
Subject: Fw: BNA: EPA Said to Be Nearing Proposal to Limit Stationary Sources' Carbon Dioxide 

Emissions 

Deliberative 
----Forwarded by Gina McCarthy/DC/USEPA/US on 08/21/2009 09:24AM-----

From: John Millett/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Gina McCarthy/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Don Zinger/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Beth 
Craig/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Jeffrey Clark/RTP/USEPA/US@EPA, rob brenner@ EPA, Seth 
Oster/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Adora Andy/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Andrea Drinkard/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Erika Wilson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Cathy 
Milbourn/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Dave Ryan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 08/21/2009 08:55 AM 
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Subject: BNA: EPA Said to Be Nearing Proposal to Limit Stationary Sources' Carbon Dioxide Emissions 

http:/ /news.bna.com/deln/DELNWB/split_display.adp?fedfid=14768018&vname=dennotallissues&fn=14768018&j 
d=a0b9n9c3u8&split=O 

Climate Change 
EPA Said to Be Nearing Proposal to Limit 
Stationary Sources' Carbon Dioxide Emissions 

The Environmental Protection Agency is close to approving a proposal to limit carbon dioxide emissions from 
stationary sources, according to environmental and industry sources. 
David Bookbinder, chief climate counsel for the Sierra Club, told BNA Aug. 19 that EPA plans to propose in 
September a rule that would apply limits to sources that emit more than 25,000 tons per year of carbon dioxide. 

A 25,000-ton emissions threshold would be designed to prevent the application of strict carbon dioxide emissions 
limits and permitting requirements on a vast number of currently unregulated small emissions sources. 

Richard Alonso, an attorney for Bracewell & Giuliani LLP, told BNA Aug. 20 that EPA could issue a rulemaking or a 
guidance. 

The proposal would govern the application of prevention-of-significant-deterioration provisions of the Clean Air 
Act to carbon dioxide. Like new source review, PSD requires new and modified major pollution sources to have 
modern pollution controls. The program is intended to prevent large emissions increases from facilities in areas 
that meet air quality standards. 
The proposal would not impose specific emissions limits for facilities. But by applying PSD to carbon dioxide, it 
would require companies to have best available control technology to curb emissions of the most prominent 
greenhouse gas. 

EPA did not immediately respond to a request for comment. 

Agency Position Reconsidered 
Currently, the official EPA position is codified in a memorandum issued Dec. 18, by former EPA Administrator 
Stephen Johnson. That memo said carbon dioxide is not a regulated pollutant under the Clean Air Act, and that 
PSD does not apply to it. Under the law, PSD applies only to pollutants regulated under other Clean Air Act 
programs. 
Environmental groups maintain that carbon dioxide is a regulated pollutant and is subject to PSD requirements, 
but EPA under Johnson disagreed. 
EPA Administrator Lisa Jackson informed Bookbinder Feb. 17 that the agency will reconsider the Johnson memo in 
response to a petition filed by the Sierra Club. Bookbinder said the forthcoming proposal would follow up on that 
reconsideration (30 DEN A-5, 2/18/09). 

In addition, President Obama in May directed EPA to propose, in concert with the Department of Transportation, 
limits on emissions of carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases from cars and light trucks for model years 2012 
through 2016. To meet this goal, EPA will have to finalize regulations by April 2010 (95 DEN A-10, 5/20/09). 
Vehicle Emissions Rule to Affect PSD 

Once EPA finalizes these vehicle emissions limits, carbon dioxide will become a regulated pollutant, subject to PSD. 
Bookbinder said a rule on applying PSD to carbon dioxide must be finalized by then to implement a 25,000-ton 
emissions threshold and to prevent a lower threshold from taking effect. 
Under the Clean Air Act, PSD applies to major sources, which are defined as those that emit more than 250 tons 
per year of a regulated pollutant. For certain specified sources, the threshold is 100 tons per year. Unless EPA takes 
action, this would mean that PSD would apply to sources with these levels of emissions. 
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According to the U.S. Chamber of Commerce and other industry groups, this would apply PSD requirements to 
hundreds of thousands of new sources, including schools, hospitals, and small businesses, not just power plants, 
refineries, and other large sources. This is because carbon dioxide is emitted in far greater amounts than other air 
pollutants (119 DEN A-2, 6/24/09). 
The Chamber of Commerce has released figures saying that applying PSD to carbon dioxide would expand the 
number of facilities subject to PSD from around 30,000 to 1.2 million. 
A 25,000-ton emissions threshold for PSD would address this problem, but Alonso said EPA cannot just say it will 
not regulate emissions below 25,000 tons per year, when the Clean Air Act applies the requirements to emissions 
above 250 or 100 tons per year. 

Alonso said EPA would have to get that interpretation past the U.S. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
Circuit, which in recent rulings has overturned EPA interpretations of the Clean Air Act that it said were not 
justified by the text of the act. 

EPA in 2008 suggested that it could raise the threshold for {{significant" emissions under PSD to 25,000 tons per 
year, but Alonso said this would be a novel interpretation not supported by the Clean Air Act. 

A 25,000-ton threshold uis the only sane thing they can do," Bookbinder said. 

Bookbinder has said previously that no environmental group would sue to challenge a 25,000 ton emissions 
threshold for PSD. 
But Alonso said other parties could challenge the threshold as a means of stopping projects that they oppose for 
other reasons. Alonso used a hypothetical example of a labor union using PSD to challenge a construction project 
using non-union labor. 

'They Will be Sued.' 
ulf someone thinks EPA is not going to get sued over this, they're not living in the environmental world of the last 
10 years," Alonso said. ''They will be sued." 
EPA in 2008 also suggested that it could address the 250-ton threshold by issuing general permits, under which 
small sources would not have to go through the often-arduous PSD permitting process. 

Alonso said stormwater permits under the Clean Water Act are often issued after an entity sends in a postcard 
saying it is in compliance with generic requirements issued by EPA. 
Similar requirements could apply to small sources under a general PSD permit, Alonso said, with more stringent 
requirements applying to sources above 25,000 tons. A general permit could impose {{broad-based" requirements, 
such as energy-efficient appliances, he said. 
Some have suggested that once EPA applies PSD to greenhouse gases, the program will be so stringent and costly 
that industry will prefer an emissions cap-and-trade system, such as the system that would be imposed under H.R. 
2454, which passed the House June 26 (122 DEN A-10, 6/29/09). 

Alonso said, however, that technology to reduce carbon dioxide emissions significantly, other than to improve 
energy efficiency, does not exist, so EPA would not be able to impose costly requirements under PSD for at least 10 
years. In the short term, he said, industry may prefer PSD to a cap-and-trade system. 
By Steven D. Cook 

John Millett 
Office of Air and Radiation Communications 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
5411 Ariel Rios Building North 
Washington, DC 20460 
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Phone:202/564-2903 
Ce II :[:~~:~~~~~~~T~!~~~:~i:! 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Wow. Tx. 

CN=AIIyn Brooks-LaSu re/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sat 8/22/2009 2:02:12 AM 
Re: This Week's Media Inquiries 

-----Original Message----
From: Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Sent: 08/21/2009 07:05 PM EDT 
To: "Windsor, Richard" <Windsor.richard@epa.gov>; "Fulton, Scott" <fulton.scott@epa.gov>; 

"Thompson, Diane" <thompson.diane@epa.gov>; "Mcintosh, David" <mcintosh.david@epa.gov>; Arvin 
Ganesan; "Sussman, Bob" <sussman.bob@epa.gov>; Lisa Heinzerling 

Cc: "Oster, Seth" <oster.seth@epa.gov> 
Subject: This Week's Media Inquiries 

Below are the media inquiries fielded this week. 

MABL. 

M. Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Office of the Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Ce I C~i.~~~~~~~T~~iy~~yJ 

-----Original Message----
From: Seconda Tyson 
Sent: 08/21/2009 06:56 PM EDT 
To: Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Adora Andy; Michael Thiem; Roxanne Smith 
Subject: Weekly Wrap- Friday, 8/21/09 

Administration and Resources Management 

Black Collegian mag: EPA recruiting during economic downturn. Sent quote from Craig Hooks. Closed. 

Government Executive mag: Expanding article on well ness to include continuing-education opportunities. 
Foner set for 8/24. Open. 

Science mag: Article, {{Reaping the Benefits of a Government Job," fact checked and returned to writer. 
Closed. 

Wash Post: Sent info about EPA employee, who disappeared six months ago. Closed. 

Aging Initiative 

Greenwire: Aging guidebook. Closed. 

Agriculture 

Agritalk Radio: Awaiting Adora's office response on getting Larry Elworth for interview on ag issues. Open. 
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WSJ: Possible "on background" informational phone interview Aug. 25 on enforcement aspect of animal feeding 
operation (CAFO) rules. Open. 

Air 

AP: Following up on a story about mercury in fish. Asked if we regulated mercury from coal fired powered plants. 
Sent statement that we are working to replace CAMR. Closed. 

AP: Provided a subset of the data on off-road mobile-source emissions from the 2002 inventory for 2005 (if it is 
complete and vetted), showing county-level data on diesel emissions from line-haul locomotives, railway 
maintenance or yard locomotives and railroad equipment? Sent spreadsheet. Closed. 

AP: Provided info on possible exemption of Ash Grove Cement Plant in Oregon from EPA mercury regs. Closed. 

AP (LA): Awaiting more info from reporter on PM 2.5 concentrations at monitoring stations throughout the 
country. Open. 

Bloomberg News: Writing on the ethanol "blend wall" decision Administrator Jackson said will happen in 
November. Am looking for info on the process of the decision and the studies/comments etc. that go into making 
it. Sent him to regulations.gov to see the docket, which he will read. Open. 

BNA: Interview request with Gina McCarthy. Open. 

BNA: Is there any effort at EPA aimed at limiting black carbon emissions, specifically as a greenhouse forcing agent 
(aside from diesel emissions reductions and other PM controls for health-based and visibility reasons)? Are there 
plans to do so? Open. 

BNA: Phase out of HFCs. Sent link to North American Leaders Declaration on Climate Change. Closed. 

BNA: What's the timing of the GHG Rule? Open. 

BNA: Will carbon dioxide be subject to prevention of significant deterioration (PSD) regs? Open. 

BNA, Argus Media: Is EPA going to propose a PSD rule in September along with the vehicle emissions rulemaking? 
It will be consistent with Lisa Jackson's statements that you want to concentrate on sources above 25,000 tons. 
Open. 

Christian Science Monitor: Wants phone interview on how EPA will perform MPG ratings for cars like Chevy Volt. 
Open. 

Fairplay: Wants interview on ECA areas. Did interview on 8/19. Closed. 

Greenwire: Wants EPA tree-planting climate change analysis referred to in USA Today story. Open. 

Home and Hearth Magazine: Questions on newer cleaner woodstoves and our change out program. Closed. 

Indianapolis Business Journal: Asking whether areas besides California have retrofit requirements. Need to call 
each region. Closed. 

Inside EPA: EPA proposed last week to approve a North Carolina revision to a North Carolina SIP that relies on the 
remanded Clean Air Interstate Rule. Closed. 
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Inside EPA: Seeking a comment on Delaware's notice of intent to sue EPA over the agency not responding by 
deadline. It's under litigation. Can't comment. Closed. 

Inside EPA: Sent Gina McCarthy's Recovery Act speech at Port of Baltimore. Closed. 

Inside EPA, Kiplinger: Wanted the Volt statement. Sent the statement. Closed. 

KSH B-TV (Kansas City): Regulations for phase-out of freon. Responses sent. Closed. 

LA Times: Ethanol. Closed. 

McClatchy: ECA's. Interview August 20. Closed. 

McClatchy Papers: Did phone interview with OTAQ official on proposed air standards for ships. Closed. 

Men's Health Magazine: Did phone interview Aug. 17 on mold with indoor air official. Closed. 

National Journal: RFS2. Open. 

News-Press (Ft. Meyers, Fla.): Does EPA have to approve chlorine dioxide treatment of homes with chinese drywall-
referred to CPSC. Closed. 

NYT: Wants explanation of the Volt numbers. Closed. 

Opis: Bob Dinneen (of RFA) wrote on Twitter these two posts. Can you comment on whether EPA may be leaning 
towards approving the ElS waiver just for autos and not for off road vehicles or boats? ElS waiver request has not 
been finalized, so we cannot comment. Closed. 

Oregonian: Ash Grove Cement (and the state of Oregon, as it turns out) believes the Clean Air Act allows the EPA 
to create a sub-category for kilns like the one in Durkee based on the source of its raw material, in this case, 
limestone that is especially high in mercury. 

Platts: Wants update on when EPA may issue the final decisions related to GHG reporting and the C02 
endangerment finding. Can't give a time. Closed. 
Riverside Press Enterprise (Calif.): Sent info on N02 standard. Closed. 

San Francisco Chronicle: Refining crude. Open. 

Slate/Washington Post: Wants interview on the history of the acid rain program. Closed. 
Sand L Energy: EPA has asked a federal appeals court to return for review controversial rule governing soot and 
smog limits for new power plants and industrial boilers. Sent Greenwire article. Closed. 

S&L Energy: Sent statement on GHG reporting rule. Closed. 

Telluride Watch (CO): Complaint of Vanadium clean up and liable company. Referred to region and OSHA. Closed. 

Washington Times: Endangerment. Do we have a time line? No. Sent statement. Closed. 

WSJ: Columnist Carl Bialik wants interview on how we'll do MPG ratings for cars like Chevy Volt. Open. 

WSJ: Numbers for Chevy Volt. Gave statement. Closed. 
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Children's Health 
Environmental Health Perspectives: Sent approved quotes for article on greening schools. Closed. 

Enforcement/Compliance 

60 Minutes: If EPA will not discuss its action with regard to Executive Recycling--i.e., an execution of a search 
warrant at Executive 
headquarters in January--does it therefore stand to reason that the company is the subject of an ongoing 
investigation? Open. 

American News Project/Huffington Post: EPA's responsibility on reporting atrazine levels in water. Will send 
attributable responses. Closed. 

BNA: Copy of 7/22 letter from Adam Kushner to industry on air pollution emissions rule. Reporter found it 
elsewhere. Closed. 

BNA: Interview with Cynthia Giles on 8/20 at 3:15 p.m on future of enforcement. Interview successful, no 
surprises. Closed 

Greenwire: EJ inquiry. Working with Regions 3 and 6. Open. 

Law360: Comment on EPA vs. City of Portsmouth NH. Referred to Region 1. Closed. 

Law360: Comment on GAO report about EPA's enforcement success. Response sent about positive cooperation 
with GAO. Closed. 

Pittsburgh Tribune Review: Update on Earth Ecycle illegal exporting case. Open. 

Providence Journal: Interview request with Rhode Island native, Cynthia Giles scheduled for 9/11 at 10 a.m. Open. 

Sand L Energy: Asking about EPA's participation in the INTERPOL Pollution Crime Working Group. Julia Lastra, 
Assistant Director of investigations at EPA is the project leader of the group. Andrew Lauterback, senior criminal 
enforcement counsel at EPA, chairs the INTERPOL Environment Crime Committee. Open. 

Environmental Information 

BBC Worldwide TV: Planning survival team series dealing with environmental disaster scenarios. Open. 

Bloomberg News: Reporter had trouble accessing TRI website. Problem appears to be local to firewall within his 
office. Closed. 

Federal Computer Week: Interview with Rick Martin Monday, Aug. 17 re: tools EPA IT managers use regularly. 
Closed. 

Federal Computer Week: Follow-up questions to Rick Martin regarding tools EPA IT managers use. Closed. 

Government Computer News: Requested comment on Microsoft's recent injunction from a federal judge in TX 
ordering the company to stop selling MS Word. Closed. 

Greenwire: Sent info on proposed withdrawal of RCRA Comparable Fuels Exclusion rule from OMB. Closed. 

USA Today: Wants phone interview next week on why rules for underground storage tanks at gas stations are 
important. Open. 
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www.cleanskies.tv: Vague questions about TRI. Producer is revising questions. Open. 

General Counsel 

BNA: Question on Sierra Club vs. EPA. Ongoing case, can't discuss details. Closed. 

Hazardous Wastes 

AP: Interviewed David Lloyd 8/19/09 re: Cleanup on closed auto plants. Closed. 

BNA: Information on Underground Storage Tanks Webinar. Closed. 

BNA: Interview request 9/10/09@ 11:15 a.m. re: Mathy Stanislaus. Open. 

BNA: Mathy Stanislaus letter to stakeholders; sent a copy. Closed. 

BNA: Wants the letter on withdrawing the Comparable Fuels Exclusion Rule from OMB. Closed. 

Environmental Health Perspectives: Coal ash residues. Open. 

Freelancer (from University of Illinois): Manufactured gas plants. Closed. 

Greenwire: Nanotechnology for site remediation. Closed. 

Greenwire: Withdrawal of Comparable Fuels Exclusion Rule from OM B. Closed. 

Inside EPA: Interviewed John Reeder 8/20/09 re: Federal facilities and Munitions Response guidelines. Closed. 

Inside EPA: Requested Superfund conference remarks from J. Woolford & M. Stanislaus. Open. 

Marion Times-Standard: Wants to confirm if EPA, TVA and Arrowhead Landfill (AL) will meet 9/16/09. Closed. 

New York Daily News: EPA's previous experience with local opposition to Superfund N PL listing. Closed. 

New York Times: BASEL Convention. Closed. 

Race Technology Magazine: Interviewed John Glenn re: Green race car driving. Closed. 

San Francisco Magazine: Exporting recyclable paper and plastic to Asia. Closed. 

Stars & Stripes (Germany): Djibouti pollution and burning trash. Closed. 

United Nations Environment Program: Interview request 8/25/09@ 2:30p.m. re: Emergency management & 
chemical safety. Open. 

Pesticides 

Bloomberg News: Colony collapse disorder and EPA's pollinator protection team. Sent A's to Q's. Closed. 
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CBC Radio (Manitoba): Foner with Kimberly Nesci re: Bed Bug Summit. Closed. 

Daily Environment Report: When did this section go on the website: {{Strategic Direction for New Pesticide Testing 
and Assessment Approaches"? It's dated today, 8/19. Closed. 

Environmental Health News: Health questions about p-dichlorobenzene. Sent A's to Q's. Closed. 

French freelancer: Colony collapse disorder and the pollinator protection team. Open. 

Greenwire: Was the peregrine falcon delisted from the Endangered Species Act on August 25, 1999? Ref'd to Fish 
and Wildlife Service. Closed. 

Greenwire, Pittsburgh Post-Gazette: Study: longer testing needed for endosulfan. Sent Q&A. Closed. 

KMSP-TV: On-camera 8/20 with Marty Monell re: flea & tick products. Closed. 

LA Times: Clarified methyl iodide language and date of registration on the website. Closed. 

Midland Daily News (Mich.): Does EPA regulate all over-the-counter meds (for animals) that are deemed 
pesticides? Sent A's to Q's. Closed. 

Midland Daily News (Mich.): Tick and flea products. Sent A's to Q's. Closed. 

Pesticide & Toxic Chemical News: Mary Francis Lowe's title? Senior International Specialist. Closed. 

Risk Policy Report: Longer test period for endosulfan per Univ. of Pittsburgh report? Sent Q's and A's. Closed. 

Risk Policy Report: Update on carbofuran? Nothing to report at this time. Closed. 

Recovery Act 

American Shipper mag: Diesel ARRA. Closed. 

Boston Globe: Interview request August 18 on Buy American provisions. Open. 

Hanley Wood Business Media: Project-specific Buy American waivers. Open. 

Inside EPA: Water ARRA. Open. 

Recycling 
Eco Factory: Recycling paper bags vs. plastic bags. Closed. 
GQ: Fact-checking aluminum vs. glass recycling. Closed. 
Resource Recycling Magazine: Interview request 8/24/09 @ 2:30 p.m. re: Recycling issues and state disaster 
plans. Open. 

Research and Development 

60 Minutes: Ongoing interest in phthalates. Hard deadline of Monday, August 24. Open. 

Burns & Wilcox Agents Market Source: How cap-and-trade legislation in Congress, if passed, might affect the 
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insurance industry. Closed. 

Canadian Broadcast Corporation: Info on EPA's bedbug summit in April 2009. Referred her to EPA's Web page on 
the subject. Closed. 

Clear Skies News, Daily Environmental Report, Environmentalleader.com, Greenwire: Basic questions about TRI. 
Closed. 

Gary Mcintosh, Freelance Writer: Referred him to TRI website. Closed. 

Japan Water Works: Awaiting OW to respond. Closed. 

National Journal: Overview of IRIS. Video interview requested with Peter Preuss. Awaiting response from third 
floor. Open. 

Nature magazine: EPA's strategy on its Human Toxicology program published in March. Closed. 

NPR (Portland, Ore.): Had questions about how to access the data. Walked reporter through website. Closed. 

PIRG (Public Interest Research Group): When will TRI preliminary data be final? Closed. 

Risk Policy Report: Questions about difficulty of performing risk assessments, where biological agents are involved. 
Closed. 

Risk Policy Report: Questions about probabilistic risk assessment white paper. Open. 

Risk Policy Report: Maria Hegsted requests copy of document (Planning Guidance for Recover Following Biological 
Incidents) that she's having difficulty downloading from EPA's public website. Closed. 

Risk Policy Report: Maria requested link to another document. Closed. 

WBNS-TV: TRI data release date. Closed. 

Solid Waste and Emergency Response 

Bloomberg News: Foner with Craig Matthiessen and Jim Belke to update on use of hydrogren fluoride and risk 
management plans. Closed. 

Bloomberg News: Provided info re: hydrogen fluoride. Closed. 

Christian Science Monitor: Cargo ships Bonny and Anders and toxic PCBs. Ref'd to R-3. Closed. 

Corpus Christi Caller-Times: Where to view risk management plans? EPA reading rooms. Closed. 

Ft. Myers News Press: Does Sabre Technical Services have approval from EPA for its drywall technique? EPA does 
not endorse products and methods. Closed. 

NBC-2 News (Ft. Myers, Fla.): Local company claims to have EPA approval for a technique to {{get rid of" Chinese 
drywall. EPA does not endorse products and methods. Closed. 

Taxies 
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Chemical & Engineering News: Foner with Toni Krasnic re: current status of PFOA and related chemicals. Closed. 

Daily Environment Report: Wants to intvu Steve Owens about his priorities. Open. 

Environmental Science & Ecology (The Netherlands): Backgrounder with Toni Krasnic re: PFOS's responsibilities and 
activities? Closed. 

Greenwire: EPA is withdrawing two SN U Rs under TSCA for carbon nanotubes because of notice of intent to receive 
adverse comments. Who said they're going to submit adverse comments? Where can she find them? Sent info. 
Closed. 

Inside EPA: Copy of remarks Steven Owens made on 8/17 to a Chinese delegation? They were extemporaneous, so 
we don't have anything to provide. Closed. 

Mpls. Star-Tribune: Is EPA doing another PFOA risk assessment? Sent standard statement. Closed. 

Pest & Tax Chem News: Request to intvu Steve Owens. Waiting for questions. Open. 

Risk Policy Report: Chemicals meeting with administration officials? Internal and deliberative. Closed. 

Risk Policy Report: Where to find the submission of the renewed ICR to OMB for TSCA section 8e? Open. 

Toronto Star: Number of Zonolite processing plants in the U.S. and Canada? Closed. 

Voluntary Programs 

Argus Media: Wants phone interview on first voluntary carbon offset under Climate Leaders program. Closed. 

BlackEnterprise.com: Energy Star logo. Closed. 

Climate Wire: Did phone interview today, 8/18 on first voluntary carbon offset under Climate Leaders program. 
Closed. 

CNN: Despite my repeated phone calls, never followed up on original request on Green moving. Closed. 

Federal News Radio: Did live drive-time interview with OAR official Aug. 20 on EcoCar. Closed. 

Freelancer: Fact check on cost of home energy audit. Closed. 

Memphis Daily News: Sent Margo Oge quotes on SmartWay. Closed. 

New York Times: Backgrounder with Jean Lupinacci August 19 on what Energy Star ratings for buildings mean. 
Closed. 

Platt's Energy Publications: Green Power info. Open. 

Point Carbon: Any connection between first voluntary carbon offset under Climate Leaders program and possible 
future regulation? No. Closed. 

Popular Science mag: Interviewed Karen Schneider August 18 on energy efficiency. Closed. 
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Scientific American: Did Green Chill phone interview today, 8/18. Closed. 

SNL energy: Phone interview Aug. 21 on Climate Leaders approving first voluntary carbon offset. Closed. 

Transport Topics: Follow-up questions on interview re: biodiesel from grain feedstock. Open. 

Transport Topics: Sent info on biodiesel from grain feedstock. Closed. 

Water 

Anchorage Daily News: Airport deicing proposal. Closed. 

Argus Media: Hydraulic fracturing. Sent LPJ testimony. Closed. 

Argus Media: Mountaintop mining. Open. 

Associated Press (Fla.): Consent decree on proposing numeric water quality standards for waters in Fla. Sent 
statement. Closed. 

Associated Press (lA): Interviewed Mary Smith on airport deicing proposal. Closed. 

Associated Press (lA): Interview request August 19 on airport deicing for her enterprise piece that looks at the 
practice industry-wide. Awaiting Q's. Open. 

Associated Press (D.C.): Six airports that currently don't have de-icing pads. Closed. 

BNA: Cooling water intakes. Open. 

BNA: Status of proposed aircraft drinking water rule. Open. 

CBS Evening News: Interview request August 20 for mercury in fish. Producers ended up killing the story. Closed. 

Charleston Gazette: Mountaintop mining. Open. 

Floridaenvironments.com: Consent decree on proposing numeric water quality standards for waters in Fla. Sent 
statement. Closed. 

Fortune mag: Average household water bill. Ref'd to American Water Works Assoc. Closed. 

Globo News (Brazil): Wastewater treatment facilities in the United States. Open. 

Greenwire: Follow-up questions on Kensington Mine. Betsaida is handling. Closed. 

Inside EPA: Background interview request August 18 on new perchlorate analysis. Declined. Closed. 

Inside EPA: Hydraulic fracturing. Closed. 

Inside EPA: Tool used in the screening of mountaintop mining permits. Open. 

Kansas City Star: E Coli standard in water. Closed. 

Law 360: Consent decree on proposing numeric water quality standards for waters in Fla. Sent statement. Closed. 
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Minneapolis Star Tribune: Six airports that currently don't have de-icing pads. Closed. 

Naples News, St. Petersburg Times: Consent decree on proposing numeric water quality standards for waters in 
Fla. Open. 

New York Times: More background with Stave Bradbury on atrazine. Closed. 

ProPublica: Interview request August 20 on investigation of groundwater problems in Wyo. Open. 

Public Works mag: Sent responses on total coliform rule. Closed. 

SNL Daily Gas Report: Sent A's to Q's re: underground injection control. Closed. 

Voice of America: Seeking intvu with Chuck Fox, Chesapeake Bay Program. Ref'd to Region 3. Closed. 

Wall Street Journal: Most recent environmental impact statement on mountaintop mining. Open. 

Wall Street Journal: Sent information from the 2003 environmental impact statement for mountaintop mining. 
Closed. 

WBDJ (Va.): Household appliance version of the "cash for clunkers" program. Ref'd to DOE, which has the lead on 
this effort. Closed. 
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To: "Peter Silva" [Silva.Peter@epamail.epa.gov]; Diane Thompson" 
[thompson .diane@epa .gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Man 8/24/2009 2:00:50 PM 
Subject: Fw: New Orleans 

Fyi. 

----- Origin a I Mess age ----~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
From: "E ri csso n, Sally C." ~--·-·-·-·-·-·!'--:~:;-~-~-'!.~.!'-.~i-~~~¥. ____________ 1 
Sent: 08/24/2009 09:59AM AST 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: New Orleans 

It'll be deputies next week. Thanks. 

Sally 

-----Original Message-----
From: Windsor.Richard@epamail.epa.gov <Windsor.Richard@epamail.epa.gov> 
To: Ericsson, Sally C. 
Sent: Man Aug 24 09:36:21 2009 
Subject: Re: New Orleans 

Sorry. I meant to say me if its principles and Pete Silva if deputies. Lj 

----- Origin a I Mess age ----~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
From: "E ri csso n, Sally C." l.-·-·-·-·-·-·--~-~-~~.?.-"-~-~.!'-~iy_~~Y.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 
Sent: 08/24/2009 09:34AM AST 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: New Orleans 

The Times-Picayiune had an interview with the President yesterday-- he mentioned our working group on 
ecosytem restoration. 

We'll get organized on this next week-- a very small meeting on goals, schedulesn etc. Who do you want 
to be your DC lead on this? 

Sally 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 

CN=AIIyn Brooks-LaSu re/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 8/24/2009 2:49:32 PM 

Subject: Re: Moving on From the UN Foundation. Contact Details and Job Description 
Attached. 

W-E. You interested? 

From: Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Sent: 08/24/2009 10:37 AM EDT 
To: "Windsor, Richard" <Windsor.richard@epa.gov>; Marygrace Galston; Eric Wachter 
Subject: Fw: Moving on From the UN Foundation. Contact Details and Job Description Attached. 

Y'alllikely saw this. Katherine Miller leaving UN Foundation, heading toL_~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~~~~-?.!i~(.~~~.Y~~Y~--~--~--~--~--~--~J 

MABL. 

M. Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Office of the Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Ce II: [:~~e!.~?.~~!:!i_i~~~~£~ 

From: Katherine Miller [KMiller@unfoundation.org] 
Sent: 08/24/2009 09:15AM AST 
To: undisclosed-recipients: 
Subject: Moving on From the UN Foundation. Contact Details and Job Description Attached. 

Colleagues & Friends, 

After more than three years of having an amazing job and working with the remarkable team at the UN 
Foundation, I have decided to move on and start exploring new dreams. 

All of you know about the work we've done here at the Foundation that has helped make this a world 
class communications and constituency building operation. Whether it was developing the innovative 
campaigns and web platforms for our programs; tripling our online audience in just three years; building 
our global affairs blog, UN Dispatch, that reaches nearly a million unique visitors; or simply getting the 
Foundation, our principals and our programs, into the mix and in the news; the spirited and talented team 
I have helped build and lead has done incredible work in support of the UN's work on some of the world's 
toughest problems. 

1 

EPA-00 13430002724-0001 



I am so proud of all we've accomplished; and I am very excited to work with the Foundation to help identify a new 
ED of Public Affairs. The job description is now live at our website (http:/ /www.unfoundation.org/about
unf/employment/executive-director.html) and I have attached it here, for your convenience. If there people you 
would like to recommend, please feel free to send them my way. 

The ideal candidate would be someone with political, agency and media experience. They should have a good 
sense of humor, the ability to think fast and execute faster, and think creatively about how to maximize the 
Foundation's brand. They should like to travel and have experience managing a strategic, integrated and multi
disciplinary team (earned, paid and social media). 

I can't recommend a better place to work. I've been so lucky to work with a wonderful team (especially our 
chairman, Ted Turner; our President, Tim Wirth; and our COO, Kathy Bush kin Calvin) in support of the UN's work 
around the world. And I've gotten to do and see things that have led to a renewed sense of purpose and an even 
stronger belief in working for the greater good. I am also so grateful for the trust of the Foundation and the 
support of all of you over the last several years- thank you. 

;As_.for.me •. mYJ.ast_da.v._at.tb.e_Eo.uo.d.ati.on.v.dlLb.e.5.eo.te.mb.er.3.0thL~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~eer.iililaT:i>iiY.a:CiL~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~l 

i Personal Privacy i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

I am sure I will be calling on all of you again for your advice and support when I am the US, and back on the job 
market. Until then, I will be in contact with all of you via the various forms of modern communication including 

Skype, Facebook, a blog[~~~~~~~~~~~~~f.~~~~~(~~~i~~~~Y~~~~~~~~J and even more traditional means such as postcards, 
letters and phone calls. All my details are included in the attached vCard and below. 

All the best, 

k 

Katherine Miller 

Executive Director, Communications & Public Affairs 

UN Foundation 

(o) 202.778.1622 
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To: CN=Adora Andy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Man 8/24/2009 4:18:15 PM 
Subject: Re: NRDC: EPA WON'T RESTRICT TOXIC HERBACIDE- WH DOCUMENTS SAY 
INDUSTRY INFLUENCED DECISION 

Am I correct in my understanding that all the allegations are about EPA actions taken in 2003? If so, the 
title is very misleading. 

-----Original Message----
From: Adora Andy 
Sent: 08/24/2009 11:47 AM EDT 
To: Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Seth Oster; Richard Windsor 
Subject: NRDC: EPA WON'T RESTRICT TOXIC HERBACIDE- WH DOCUMENTS SAY INDUSTRY INFLUENCED 

DECISION 
EPA Won't Restrict Toxic Herbicide Atrazine, Despite Health Threat 
White House documents obtained by NRDC reveal that industry influenced the decision. 
The EPA has decided not to limit one of the nation's most widely used weed-killers, a chemical that, 
according to several recent studies, threatens human health and the environment. The October 2003 
decision-- which the EPA was required to make under a court-approved consent decree reached with 
NRDC in 2001-- will allow Syngenta, the main manufacturer of atrazine, and other companies to continue 
to sell the chemical in the United States with no significant restrictions. 
To determine whether industry played a role in shaping the EPA's decision, NRDC filed a series of Freedom 
of Information Act requests with the White House and the EPA, which failed to produce relevant 
documents. In November 2003, NRDC filed a lawsuit charging that the White House and the agency were 
violating the freedom of information law by withholding documentary evidence. The following month, the 
White House released 22 documents, with most of their contents blacked out, including a memo from 
former senator Bob Dole to a high-level White House official urging the EPA not to restrict the hazardous 
weed-killer despite the environmental risks. The White House continues to withhold more than 80 other 
relevant documents. 
In a lawsuit filed in August 2003, NRDC charged the EPA with failing to protect endangered species from 
atrazine, despite having acknowledged that the weed-killer might cause widespread harm to endangered 
species. N RDC is calling on the EPA to fulfill its obligations under the Endangered Species Act and ban 
atrazine from the market. NRDC has also asked Syngenta to hand over to the EPA, and to make readily 
available to the public, any other data it may have on atrazine's health effects. 

A 2002 study by Dr. Tyrone Hayes of atrazine's effects on frogs found that sexually mature males suffered 
a 10-fold decrease in plasma testosterone. (See the study on the website of the Proceedings of the 
National Academy of Sciences.) 

In 2003, Dr. Hayes found that atrazine induced hermaphroditism at 0.1 ppb in American leopard frogs. (An 
abstract appears online in Environmental Health Perspectives, April 2003.) 

In announcing its October 2003 decision not to restrict atrazine use, the EPA said it found that atrazine is 
not likely to cause cancer in humans. However, an August 2003 report from the EPA's independent 
scientific advisory panel noted that atrazine exposure could not be ruled out as the cause of cancers 
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observed in studies of the chemical. 
Several recent studies show that atrazine causes sexual abnormalities in frogs, and another revealed elevated 
levels of prostate cancer in workers at an atrazine manufacturing plant. Some of the findings resulted from 
research funded by the manufacturer itself. In at least one case, when the data's damning implications became 
clear, the company repeatedly insisted on new tests. Indeed, the frog data only became public after the scientist 
conducting the research ended his contract with the manufacturer-- a company formed by the merger of Novartis 
and Zeneca and now called Syngenta --and re-ran his experiment independently. 
Because of atrazine's risks, several European countries have already banned the chemical, and the European Union 
has announced it will ban it entirely by early 2005. In America, though, farmers continue to spray the weed-killer 
heavily on corn, sugarcane and other crops throughout the country. As a result, some portion of the more than 60 
million pounds of atrazine applied annually makes its way into streams, rivers, lakes and drinking water supplies. 
The problem is at its worst in the spring, when atrazine is applied most heavily, then washed by rain into 
waterways. 

EPA Cut Private Deal with Manufacturers 
Under the deal, the EPA will adopt no regulatory restrictions on atrazine use, and more than 96 percent of the 
streams that the EPA has identified as being at highest risk from atrazine contamination will remain untested by 
Syngenta. Nor will the EPA take any steps to protect those streams. 
The EPA has found that atrazine is toxic to some species in water at levels as low as 2.16 parts per billion (ppb). 
Under the new agreement, however, Syngenta will only be required to take additional steps, such as increased 
monitoring, when a stream exceeds a "level of concern"-- apparently a range from 10 to 20 ppb --over a vaguely 
defined "prolonged period," and only then for the most contaminated of the 40 monitored streams. 

Sexual Deformities in Frogs 

Atrazine Application on Corn Crops by State, 2001 
State Pounds of Atrazine 
CO, GA, KY, NC, ND, NY, PA, SD, TX, WI 
and 1,915,000 
Ml, MO, MN Between 1,915,000 
and 3,664,000 
KS, OH Between 3,664,000 
and 5,413,000 
NE Between 5,413,000 
and 7,162,000 
lA, IN Between 7,162,000 
and 8,911,000 
IL Between 12,409,000 
and 14,158,000 

No data or very little data: 

Between 166,000 

AL, AR, AZ, CA, CT, DC, DE,FL, ID, LA, MA, MD, ME, MS, MT, NH, NJ, NM, NV, OK, OR, Rl, SC, TN, VA, VT, WA, WV, 
WY 

Data: National Agriculture Statistics Service, Agricultural Chemical Use Database 

One of the first of several studies to turn up evidence of sexual deformities in frogs exposed to atrazine was 
conducted by Dr. Tyrone Hayes, and published-- after much delay-- in April 2002. Dr. Hayes conducted initial 
research with funding from Syngenta, and the deformities he found in the frogs included hermaphroditism. 
Syngenta responded by repeatedly sending him back to re-run his research, and apparently did not submit the 
findings about hermaphroditism to the EPA. Frustrated by the delays, Dr. Hayes eventually gave up his Syngenta 
funding, ran the experiments again independently, and found the same results. Since then, Syngenta-funded 
researcher Tim Gross has reported similarly damaging effects to a different species of frogs exposed to atrazine, 
including males with abnormal female skin coloration. 
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Atrazine May Contribute to Human Cancers 
Separately, data gathered by Syngenta also shows a potential link to prostate cancer in humans. But, as with the 
frog research, the company's data was suspiciously slow in reaching the public and the EPA. In the summer of 
2001, NRDC learned that Syngenta had been tracking prostate cancer in the employees of its St. Gabriel, Louisiana 
atrazine plant. Only after NRDC alerted the EPA did Syngenta submit reports of numerous recent cancer cases to 
the agency. The study has since been published in the Journal of Occupational and Environmental Medicine. Its 
most significant finding is that Syngenta employees have elevated rates of prostate cancer-- a rate more than 
three-and-a-half times higher than the Louisiana statewide average. One worker employed by the St. Gabriel 
facility in the mid-1970s said that he "worked 'eyeball' deep in the powder [atrazine]" and recalls instances of 

employees "eating meals ... in areas covered with atrazine dust." Another worker recalls his supervisors telling 
him that "atrazine could be eaten without any adverse health effects." 
The Syngenta study might even understate the problem, because the company has not updated the numbers to 
include new cancer cases since 1999. While the company proposes that the increased detection of cancers is due 
to a company prostate screening program, it provides no data to support this view. 

Protecting Your Family from Atrazine 
Some large water systems test for atrazine in their water supplies and filter it from drinking water if necessary, but 
smaller systems often do not. The good news is that a simple activated carbon-based water filter-- like the ones 
commonly available in grocery stores and elsewhere in pitcher and faucet-mount varieties-- can filter atrazine 
from drinking water. 

### 

Adora Andy 
Press Secretary 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Office of Public Affairs 
202-564-2715 
andy.adora@epa.gov 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 

CN=AIIyn Brooks-LaSu re/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 8/24/2009 4:18:29 PM 

Subject: Re: Moving on From the UN Foundation. Contact Details and Job Description 
Attached. 

Sorry. 

From: Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Sent: 08/24/2009 12:16 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Moving on From the UN Foundation. Contact Details and Job Description Attached. 

In her job? Yeah, right. 

MABL. 

M. Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Office of the Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

ce II: [~~~~?~"-~L~~~~~~~~~j 

From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 08/24/2009 10:49 AM EDT 
To: Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Subject: Re: Moving on From the UN Foundation. Contact Details and Job Description Attached. 

W-E. You interested? 

From: Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Sent: 08/24/2009 10:37 AM EDT 
To: "Windsor, Richard" <Windsor.richard@epa.gov>; Marygrace Galston; Eric Wachter 
Subject: Fw: Moving on From the UN Foundation. Contact Details and Job Description Attached. 

1 

EPA-00 13430002728-0001 



MABL. 

M. Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Office of the Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

ce 11 L~~~~~~ii_~ii_a]y;_r~v~~L~~~J 

From: Katherine Miller [KMiller@unfoundation.org] 
Sent: 08/24/2009 09:15AM AST 
To: undisclosed-recipients: 
Subject: Moving on From the UN Foundation. Contact Details and Job Description Attached. 

Colleagues & Friends, 

After more than three years of having an amazing job and working with the remarkable team at the UN 
Foundation, I have decided to move on and start exploring new dreams. 

All of you know about the work we've done here at the Foundation that has helped make this a world class 
communications and constituency building operation. Whether it was developing the innovative campaigns and 
web platforms for our programs; tripling our online audience in just three years; building our global affairs blog, 
UN Dispatch, that reaches nearly a million unique visitors; or simply getting the Foundation, our principals and our 
programs, into the mix and in the news; the spirited and talented team I have helped build and lead has done 
incredible work in support of the UN's work on some of the world's toughest problems. 

I am so proud of all we've accomplished; and I am very excited to work with the Foundation to help identify a new 
ED of Public Affairs. The job description is now live at our website (http:/ /www.unfoundation.org/about
unf/employment/executive-director.html) and I have attached it here, for your convenience. If there people you 
would like to recommend, please feel free to send them my way. 

The ideal candidate would be someone with political, agency and media experience. They should have a good 
sense of humor, the ability to think fast and execute faster, and think creatively about how to maximize the 
Foundation's brand. They should like to travel and have experience managing a strategic, integrated and multi
disciplinary team (earned, paid and social media). 

I can't recommend a better place to work. I've been so lucky to work with a wonderful team (especially our 
chairman, Ted Turner; our President, Tim Wirth; and our COO, Kathy Bush kin Calvin) in support of the UN's work 
around the world. And I've gotten to do and see things that have led to a renewed sense of purpose and an even 
stronger belief in working for the greater good. I am also so grateful for the trust of the Foundation and the 
support of all of you over the last several years- thank you. 

As for me, my last day at the Foundation will be September 30th.:-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-Pe.rsoniiifPr.ivacy-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

[-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_~-~-~~~-~-~-~---_~f-(y-~~y_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_] 

I am sure I will be calling on all of you again for your advice and support when I am the US, and back on the job 
market. Until then, I will be in contact with all of you via the various forms of modern communication including 

Skype, Facebook, a blo(~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~(~j}~~~y~~~~~~~~~~~~~~j and even more traditional means such as postcards, 
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letters and phone calls. All my details are included in the attached vCard and below. 

All the best, 

k 

Katherine Miller 

Executive Director, Communications & Public Affairs 

UN Foundation 

(o) 202.778.1622 

(cf~i~~?~~T~~~I~~~Y~.]Piease note change in cell phone. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 

CN=AIIyn Brooks-LaSu re/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 8/24/2009 4:22:01 PM 

Subject: Re: Moving on From the UN Foundation. Contact Details and Job Description 
Attached. 

Will call. 

From: Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Sent: 08/24/2009 12:21 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Moving on From the UN Foundation. Contact Details and Job Description Attached. 

I'm confused? 

MABL. 

M. Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Office of the Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Ce II: [~~~~i-~ii~~i~i.~~~] 

From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 08/24/2009 12:18 PM EDT 
To: Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Subject: Re: Moving on From the UN Foundation. Contact Details and Job Description Attached. 

Sorry. 

From: Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Sent: 08/24/2009 12:16 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Moving on From the UN Foundation. Contact Details and Job Description Attached. 
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In her job? Yeah, right. 

MABL. 

M. Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Office of the Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

Ce II c~·~!~·~~~~e_~·f.~v~~~)!_"j 

From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 08/24/2009 10:49 AM EDT 
To: Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Subject: Re: Moving on From the UN Foundation. Contact Details and Job Description Attached. 

W-E. You interested? 

From: Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Sent: 08/24/2009 10:37 AM EDT 
To: "Windsor, Richard" <Windsor.richard@epa.gov>; Marygrace Galston; Eric Wachter 
Subject: Fw: Moving on From the UN Foundation. Contact Details and Job Description Attached. 

Y'alllikely saw this. Katherine Miller leaving UN Foundation, heading to France ... Possibly Australia, India. 

MABL. 

M. Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Office of the Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
ce 11: :-P.ers.olial._iirivacy-: 

i_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

From: Katherine Miller [KMiller@unfoundation.org] 
Sent: 08/24/2009 09:15AM AST 
To: undisclosed-recipients: 
Subject: Moving on From the UN Foundation. Contact Details and Job Description Attached. 

Colleagues & Friends, 

After more than three years of having an amazing job and working with the remarkable team at the UN 
Foundation, I have decided to move on and start exploring new dreams. 
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All of you know about the work we've done here at the Foundation that has helped make this a world class 
communications and constituency building operation. Whether it was developing the innovative campaigns and 
web platforms for our programs; tripling our online audience in just three years; building our global affairs blog, 
UN Dispatch, that reaches nearly a million unique visitors; or simply getting the Foundation, our principals and our 
programs, into the mix and in the news; the spirited and talented team I have helped build and lead has done 
incredible work in support of the UN's work on some of the world's toughest problems. 

I am so proud of all we've accomplished; and I am very excited to work with the Foundation to help identify a new 
ED of Public Affairs. The job description is now live at our website (http:/ /www.unfoundation.org/about
unf/employment/executive-director.html) and I have attached it here, for your convenience. If there people you 
would like to recommend, please feel free to send them my way. 

The ideal candidate would be someone with political, agency and media experience. They should have a good 
sense of humor, the ability to think fast and execute faster, and think creatively about how to maximize the 
Foundation's brand. They should like to travel and have experience managing a strategic, integrated and multi
disciplinary team (earned, paid and social media). 

I can't recommend a better place to work. I've been so lucky to work with a wonderful team (especially our 
chairman, Ted Turner; our President, Tim Wirth; and our COO, Kathy Bush kin Calvin) in support of the UN's work 
around the world. And I've gotten to do and see things that have led to a renewed sense of purpose and an even 
stronger belief in working for the greater good. I am also so grateful for the trust of the Foundation and the 
support of all of you over the last several years- thank you. 

As for me, my last day at the Foundation will be September 30th.[~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~X~r~?.~~C~~~-{.~<~.Y_~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

i Personal Privacy i 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

I am sure I will be calling on all of you again for your advice and support when I am the US, and back on the job 
market. Until then, I will be in contact with all of you via the various forms of modern communication including 

Skype, Facebook, a blog[~~~~~~~~~i~s_o:.n:.~C~~iy~~Y.~~~~~~~J and even more traditional means such as postcards, 
letters and phone calls. All my details are included in the attached vCard and below. 

All the best, 

k 

Katherine Miller 

Executive Director, Communications & Public Affairs 
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UN Foundation 

(o) 202.778.1622 
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To: 
Ce: 
Bee: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
[] 
[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 8/24/2009 6:30:42 PM 
Re: 

no - please hold 

From: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 08/24/2009 01:55 PM 
Subject: 

In answer to your question from the other day, I haven't been able, subtly, to track down any relevant 
items under review at OMB. I could ask a direct question but don't want to unless you say so. 
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To: 
Ce: 
Bee: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 8/24/2009 8:42:12 PM 
Re: political deputy for OPEl 

His resume is awesome from a policy perspective but I thought you were looking for a strong manager to 
help you in that area. ?? 

From: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Marygrace Galston/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 08/24/2009 12:53 PM 
Subject: political deputy for OPEl 

Lisa, 

I have a person in mind for the political deputy slot at OPEl. His name is Rob Verchick. He is a law 
professor in New Orleans. I've known him for quite a long time. He is smart, creative, personable, and 
kind. He has wide-ranging policy interests and would, I believe, be a breath of fresh air at OPEl. I'd like 
working with him. I have had preliminary discussions with him and am hopeful though not certain that he 
would accept the job if offered. 

My hope for the political deputy slot is to find a person with broad policy expertise and interests, and a 
personality that will help OPEl be a truly constructive force within the agency. Rob is that kind of person. 

I am attaching Rob's c.v. His on-line bio is at <http:/ /law.loyno.edu/faculty-staff/robert-r-m-verchick>. 

What do you think? 

Best, 
Lisa 

[attachment "Verchick CV EPA.doc" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 
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To: "Seth Oster" [~~~~~~~~~~?~"-~~li~~~~~~~~~~~~J N =Craig 
Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
Ce: CN=AIIyn Brooks-LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott Fulton/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott Fulton/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott Fulton/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=David Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott Fulton/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott Fulton/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fulton/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Scott Fulton/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Bee: [] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Man 8/24/2009 8:48:26 PM 
Subject: Re: NY Times -- Energy Dept. Failes to Use Thermostats to Cut Costs 
Steven Chu 

Thanks Seth. This reminds me of a similar concern I have. I was on the National Mall with house guests 
on Saturday morning and was surprised to see a numbe rof EPA offices visible form the Constitution 
Avenue side of the building with the lights on. It made me relaize that I don't have a sense of what our 
building looks like at night and on weekends from an energy conservation perspective. 

Craig- Do lights get shut off automatically? What about A/C? Are the lights on timers? 

Also Craig, have we made progress on the LED light switch outs for the front office and some of the large 
external fixtures, especially on Consitution Ave? Thanks, Lisa 

From: "Seth Oster" C~~~~~~f.~O..n_aff..f.iy~~i~~~~J 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Allyn Brooks-
LaSure/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, David Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, 
Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Scott 
Fulton/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 08/24/2009 07:36 AM 
Subject: NY Times-- Energy Dept. Failes to Use Thermostats to Cut Costs 
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In case you missed this one .... 

Seth 

NEW YORK TIMES 
August 23, 2009 
Energy Dept. Fails to Use Thermostats to Cut Costs 
By BERNIE BECKER 
WASHINGTON -The Energy Department strives to be a leader in championing energy efficiency. Its Web site lists 
energy-saving tips, while Secretary Steven Chu calls conservation one of the department's most important goals. 

But at many of the agency's buildings, even at national laboratories where talented scientists seek technological 
breakthroughs to save energy, the department has failed to use one of the most effective tools available to any 
ordinary household: thermostats that automatically dial back the temperature when nobody is around. 
A recent audit found that the department could save more than $11.5 million annually in energy costs by properly 
employing these {{setback" controls to adjust the heat and air conditioning at night or on weekends. 

The Energy Department's inspector general found that the department, which spends almost $300 million annually 
on utilities, could save enough energy to power more than 9,800 homes each year by doing what experts say every 
household in the country should also be doing. 
The payback would far exceed the costs, and in some cases the equipment has actually been installed but is not 
working. 
Cathy Zoi, an assistant energy secretary, said that the department took the audit's findings seriously and that the 
report could give the agency {{the impetus to show that efficiency really is a high priority." 
ulf this can help us galvanize attention, then it's fantastic," Ms. Zoi said. 

Lane Burt, an energy policy analyst for the Natural Resources Defense Council, said the department's failure to use 
setbacks {{was literally leaving money on the table." 
{{They've actually invested taxpayer money to be more efficient, and then failed to use it," Mr. Burt said. {{It's like a 
double penalty. But the good news is that because many of the systems are installed and ready, the savings can 
begin immediately." 
The inspector general reviewed 55 buildings at four department sites for the audit, finding that the agency had 
either not used or not suitably maintained setbacks at 35 of those buildings. Setbacks can be used in most 
buildings but should be avoided in buildings that contain items sensitive to temperature change or that are used 
for long hours. 
The Energy Department runs a variety of programs relating to energy production and conservation and is in charge 
of the nuclear weapons production complex. The setback thermostats were neglected across the board. 
The report found that at two buildings at the Los Alamos National Laboratory, a National Nuclear Security 
Administration facility in New Mexico, facility operators were not trained to operate setback controls. At the Oak 
Ridge National Laboratory in Tennessee, part of the Office of Science, setback equipment was not replaced in two 
buildings after a 2008 electronic control system failure because officials there {{planned to implement campus
wide energy conservation measures in the future." 
And the property manager for two recently leased buildings at the Y-12 National Security Complex, an N.N.S.A. 

facility in Tennessee, told auditors that the buildings' owner had not obtained software needed to use setbacks. 
In the report, some department officials implied that financing issues could have contributed to setbacks' not 
being used, while others said their use {{was simply not a priority." For its part, the inspector general's office said it 
{{could find no plausible reason for the lack of interest." 
uwe could not obtain what we considered to be a satisfactory explanation as to why the department failed to take 
advantage of this conservation practice," the report said, {{one that is generally low cost and has limited, if any, 

adverse impact on operations or building occupants." 
Harvey Sachs, a senior fellow at the American Council for an Energy-Efficient Economy, said he was not terribly 
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surprised by what he called {{just one example of almost universal market failures" when it came to energy 
conservation. 
ulf I was in the nuclear management business," Mr. Sachs said, ul imagine there would be much more urgent stuff 
for me to worry about than where the thermostat is set." 
But, he added, the results of the audit were another sign that {{for a lot of reasons, energy efficiency has not gotten 
as much play as it should have." 
Ms. Zoi said the department was looking at steps to increase efficiency in its buildings, including offering more 
support to the facilities managers who oversee setbacks and other efficiency measures. {{They've got a lot of 
responsibility, so we want to give them the help that they need to maximize efficiency," she said. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 8/24/2009 8:58:16 PM 
Re: political deputy for OPEl 

You have 2 deputy slots to fill? !:~:~:~:~~~~((~~~~~((~~~~:~] 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 08/24/2009 04:56 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Diane Thompson 
Subject: Re: political deputy for OPEl 

Am looking for strong manager for principal deputy spot. 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 08/24/2009 04:42 PM 
Subject: Re: political deputy for OPEl 

His resume is awesome from a policy perspective but I thought you were looking for a strong manager to 
help you in that area. ?? 

From: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Marygrace Galston/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 08/24/2009 12:53 PM 
Subject: political deputy for OPEl 

Lisa, 

I have a person in mind for the political deputy slot at OPEl. His name is Rob Verchick. He is a law 
professor in New Orleans. I've known him for quite a long time. He is smart, creative, personable, and 
kind. He has wide-ranging policy interests and would, I believe, be a breath of fresh air at OPEl. I'd like 
working with him. I have had preliminary discussions with him and am hopeful though not certain that he 
would accept the job if offered. 

My hope for the political deputy slot is to find a person with broad policy expertise and interests, and a 
personality that will help OPEl be a truly constructive force within the agency. Rob is that kind of person. 

I am attaching Rob's c.v. His on-line bio is at <http:/ /law.loyno.edu/faculty-staff/robert-r-m-verchick>. 

What do you think? 
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Best, 
Lisa 

[attachment "Verchick CV EPA.doc" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 8/24/2009 9:15:15 PM 
Re: political deputy for OPEl 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

i Deliberative i 
' ' 
t-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 08/24/2009 05:11 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 

·----~-~P.J~~!.~.B~_: __ eC?.H!.i_c_a_I__~~.P.~!Y_[o._r_.Q_~~-~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Deliberative 
From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 08/24/2009 04:58 PM 
Subject: Re: political deputy for OPEl 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 08/24/2009 04:56 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Diane Thompson 
Subject: Re: political deputy for OPEl 

Am looking for strong manager for principal deputy spot. 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 08/24/2009 04:42 PM 
Subject: Re: political deputy for OPEl 

His resume is awesome from a policy perspective but I thought you were looking for a strong manager to 
help you in that area. ?? 
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From: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Marygrace Galston/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 08/24/2009 12:53 PM 
Subject: political deputy for OPEl 

Lisa, 

I have a person in mind for the political deputy slot at OPEl. His name is Rob Verchick. He is a law professor in New 
Orleans. I've known him for quite a long time. He is smart, creative, personable, and kind. He has wide-ranging 
policy interests and would, I believe, be a breath of fresh air at OPEl. I'd like working with him. I have had 
preliminary discussions with him and am hopeful though not certain that he would accept the job if offered. 

My hope for the political deputy slot is to find a person with broad policy expertise and interests, and a personality 
that will help OPEl be a truly constructive force within the agency. Rob is that kind of person. 

I am attaching Rob's c.v. His on-line bio is at <http:/ /law.loyno.edu/faculty-staff/robert-r-m-verchick>. 

What do you think? 

Best, 
Lisa 

[attachment "Verchick CV EPA.doc" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 

2 

EPA-00 13430002736-0002 



To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 8/24/2009 9:20:26 PM 
Re: political deputy for OPEl 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

i ! 

! Deliberative i 
i ! 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 08/24/2009 05:18 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: political deputy for OPEl 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 
i ! 

i Deliberative i 
i ! 
i ! 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 08/24/2009 05:15 PM 
Subject: Re: political deputy for OPEl 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 08/24/2009 05:11 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 

;-·-·---~.~:~.9.l§.~L.I3§~ . ..P..Q.IJ.ti!=9Ld_~P.Y!Y.J9L9.PJ.L. _________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ ; 
i i 

I Deliberative I 
i i 
i i 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 08/24/2009 04:58 PM 
Subject: Re: political deputy for OPEl 

You have 2 deputy slots to fill? ~--·-·-·-·-·-·-Deiii)_e.rative-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

-----Original Message-----
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From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 08/24/2009 04:56 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Diane Thompson 
Subject: Re: political deputy for OPEl 

Am looking for strong manager for principal deputy spot. 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 08/24/2009 04:42 PM 
Subject: Re: political deputy for OPEl 

His resume is awesome from a policy perspective but I thought you were looking for a strong manager to help you 
in that area. ?? 

From: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Marygrace Galston/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 08/24/2009 12:53 PM 
Subject: political deputy for OPEl 

Lisa, 

I have a person in mind for the political deputy slot at OPEl. His name is Rob Verchick. He is a law professor in New 
Orleans. I've known him for quite a long time. He is smart, creative, personable, and kind. He has wide-ranging 
policy interests and would, I believe, be a breath of fresh air at OPEl. I'd like working with him. I have had 
preliminary discussions with him and am hopeful though not certain that he would accept the job if offered. 

My hope for the political deputy slot is to find a person with broad policy expertise and interests, and a personality 
that will help OPEl be a truly constructive force within the agency. Rob is that kind of person. 

I am attaching Rob's c.v. His on-line bio is at <http:/ /law.loyno.edu/faculty-staff/robert-r-m-verchick>. 

What do you think? 

Best, 
Lisa 

[attachment "Verchick CV EPA.doc" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Adora Andy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 8/25/2009 2:09:28 AM 
Re: LA TIMES: Chamber v EPA 

Alrighty then. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Adora Andy 
Sent: 08/24/2009 10:03 PM EDT 
To: "Richard Windsor" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 
Cc: "Allyn Brooks-LaSure" <brooks-lasure.allyn@epa.gov>; "Seth Oster" <oster.seth@epa.gov> 
Subject: LA TIMES: Chamber v EPA 

U.S. Chamber of Commerce seeks trial on global warming 

Tue 25 Aug 2009 

By Jim Tankersley 

Multiple Page View 

Reporting from Washington-- The nation's largest business lobby wants to put the science of global 
warming on trial. 

The U.S. Chamber of Commerce, trying to ward off potentially sweeping federal emissions regulations, is 
pushing the Environmental Protection Agency to hold a rare public hearing on the scientific evidence for 
man-made climate change. 

Chamber officials say it would be "the Scopes monkey trial of the 21st century"-- complete with 
witnesses, cross-examinations and a judge who would rule, essentially, on whether humans are warming 
the planet to dangerous effect. 

"It would be evolution versus creationism," said William Kovacs, the chamber's senior vice president for 
environment, technology and regulatory affairs. "It would be the science of climate change on trial." 

The goal of the chamber, which represents 3 million large and small businesses, is to fend off potential 
emissions regulations by undercutting the scientific consensus over climate change. If the EPA denies the 
request, as expected, the chamber plans to take the fight to federal court. 

The EPA is having none of it, calling a hearing a "waste of time" and saying that a threatened lawsuit by 
the chamber would be "frivolous." 

EPA spokesman Brendan Gilfillan said the agency based its proposed finding that global warming is a 
danger to public health "on the soundest peer-reviewed science available, which overwhelmingly 
indicates that climate change presents a threat to human health and welfare." 

Environmentalists say the chamber's strategy is an attempt to sow political discord by challenging settled 
science-- and note that in the famed 1925 Scopes trial, which pitted lawyers Clarence Darrow and William 
Jennings Bryan in a courtroom battle over a Tennessee science teacher accused of teaching evolution 
illegally, the scientists won. 

The chamber proposal"brings to mind for me the Salem witch trials, based on myth," said Brenda 
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Ekwurzel, a climate scientist for the environmental group Union of Concerned Scientists. "In this case, it would be 
ignoring decades of publicly accessible evidence." 

In the coming weeks, the EPA is set to formally declare that the heat-trapping gases scientists blame for climate 
change endanger human health, and are thus subject to regulation under the Clean Air Act. The so-called 
endangerment finding will be a cornerstone of the Obama administration's plan to set strict new emissions 
standards on cars and trucks. 

The proposed finding has drawn more than 300,000 public comments. Many of them question scientists' 
projections that rising temperatures will lead to increased mortality rates, harmful pollution and extreme weather 
events such as hurricanes. 

In light of those comments, the chamber will tell the EPA in a filing today that a trial-style public hearing, which is 
allowed under the law but nearly unprecedented on this scale, is the only way to "make a fully informed, 
transparent decision with scientific integrity based on the actual record of the science." 

Most climate scientists agree that greenhouse gas emissions, caused by the burning of fossil fuels and other 
human activities, are warming the planet. Using computer models and historical temperature data, those scientists 
predict the warming will accelerate unless greenhouse gas emissions are dramatically reduced. 

"The need for urgent action to address climate change is now indisputable," said a recent letter to world leaders by 
the heads of the top science agencies in 13 of the world's largest countries, including the head of the U.S. National 
Academy of Sciences. 

The EPA's endangerment finding for greenhouse gases, as proposed in April, warned that warmer temperatures 
would lead to "the increased likelihood of more frequent and intense heat waves, more wildfires, degraded air 
quality, more heavy downpours and flooding, increased drought, greater sea level rise, more intense storms, harm 
to water resources, harm to agriculture, and harm to wildlife and ecosystems." 

Critics of the finding say it's far from certain that warming will cause any harm at all. The Chamber of Commerce 
cites studies that predict higher temperatures will reduce mortality rates in the United States. 

jtankersley@latimes.com 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

"Diane Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 8/25/2009 1 :24:12 PM 
Fw: 

??? I'm inclined to let her go ahead provided you are OK. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 08/25/2009 07:55 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 

Any more reactions to the idea of Rob Verchick as OPEl's political deputy? I'm anxious to move forward 
because vetting can take awhile. Marcia is probably leaving for her new position the first week of 
September, so we'll be shorthanded and I would like to minimize the amount of time that is true. 

Thanks. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 8/25/2009 1:27:30 PM 
Re: 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 08/25/2009 07:55 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 

Any more reactions to the idea of Rob Verchick as OPEl's political deputy? I'm anxious to move forward 
because vetting can take awhile. Marcia is probably leaving for her new position the first week of 
September, so we'll be shorthanded and I would like to minimize the amount of time that is true. 

Thanks. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Oh 

CN=AIIyn Brooks-LaSu re/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 8/25/2009 7:00:54 PM 
Re: Glenn Beck goes after Van Jones 

-----Original Message----
From: Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Sent: 08/25/2009 02:42 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Glenn Beck goes after Van Jones 

UPDATED: Glenn Beck goes after Color of Change co-founder Van Jones 
August 24, 2009 I 3:41 pm 

Glenn Beck used his popular Fox News show this afternoon to attack the background of Van Jones, a 
White House environmental advisor who co-founded an African American political advocacy group that 
organized an advertising boycott of his program. 
During his 2 p.m. PDT show, Beck did not address the boycott spearheaded by Color of Change to protest 
the talk show host's remark last month that he believes President Obama is ua racist." 
Instead, he spent a large share of his program suggesting that Jones, who co-founded Color of Change in 
2005, is a radical. Jones now serves as a special advisor for Green Jobs, Enterprise and Innovation at the 
White House Council on Environmental Quality. 
During a six-minute biographical profile, set to ominous music, Beck said Jones was twice arrested for 
political protests and has described himself as a "rowdy black nationalist." The talk show host cast the 
piece as part of a broader examination of Obama's "czars," special advisers to the president who "don't 
answer to anybody." 
"Why is it that such a committed revolutionary has made it so high into the Obama administration as one 
of his chief advisers?" Beck asked. 
Christine Glunz, a spokeswoman for the White House Council on Environmental Quality, noted that Jones 
has been lauded as an environmental hero and said his entire focus is on {{building clean energy incentives 
which create 21st-century jobs." 
{{Glenn Beck is trying to change the subject," said James Rucker, executive director of Color of Change, 
who noted that Jones has not been active with the group in almost two years. {{The issue is his baseless 
fear mongering." 
Beck has gone after Jones in the past. On July 28, he called the activist a "self-professed communist" and 
questioned the role he was playing in the administration. His latest assault on Jones came as Color of 
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Change announced that it has secured commitments from 36 companies who have pledged not to advertise on 
Beck's popular program, including Wai-Mart and Sprint. However, some of the companies never had a presence on 
"Glenn Beck." Representatives of Procter & Gamble and AT&T -listed by Color of Change as companies that had 
signed onto the boycott- told The Times that their companies did not run spots on Beck's program to begin with. 
While the advertising boycott has generated substantial media coverage, Fox News said it has not impacted the 
network's revenues or Beck's audience. "The advertisers referenced have all moved their spots from Beck to other 
programs on the network so there has been no revenue lost," a spokeswoman said. 
Since his Fox News show launched in January, Beck has attracted a sizable audience with his strident denunciations 
of the Obama administration and apocalyptic warnings about the country's direction. Late last month, during an 
appearance on the morning show {{Fox & Friends," he accused Obama of having ua deep-seated hatred for white 
people or the white culture." 
{{This guy is, I believe, a racist," he added. 
The flap that ensued did not appear to dampen Beck's viewership. This month, his show has averaged 2.25 million 
viewers, 99% more than tuned in during the same period last year, when the network aired {{America's Election 
HQ" during the time period. And his ratings are up from July, when Beck's program averaged 2.05 million viewers. 
Fan websites such as Defend Glenn have called for viewers to fight back against the advertising boycott, and some 
media veterans have denounced the tactic as a suppression of free speech. 
The controversy has triggered a broader discussion about the risks to advertisers of running commercials amid the 
incendiary rhetoric of cable talk shows. Clorox announced last week that it was pulling its ads off all political talk 
shows. 
"We do not want to be associated with inflammatory speech used by either liberal or conservative talk show host," 
the company said in a statement. {{After a comprehensive review of political talks shows across the spectrum, at 
this time we have made a decision not to advertise on them. Clorox has done very little advertising on political talk 
shows overall, and given the sometimes inflammatory nature of these shows, we feel our advertising investment is 
best directed elsewhere." 
-- Matea Gold 

M. Allyn Brooks-LaSure I Deputy Associate Administrator for Public Affairs 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency I Office of the Administrator 

Phone: 202-564-8368 I Email: brooks-lasure.allyn@epa.gov 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 8/25/2009 10:17:55 PM 
Re: Chamber of Commerce Challenge to EPA 

Yup. Love it. 

-----Original Message----
From: Seth Oster 
Sent: 08/25/2009 06:12 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; Lisa Heinzerling; Gina McCarthy 
Cc: Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Subject: Chamber of Commerce Challenge to EPA 

In case you have not seen this. 

Seth 

NEW YORK TIMES 

August 25, 2009 
Chamber Threatens Lawsuit if EPA Rejects Climate Science 'Trial' 
By MICHAEL BURNHAM of ClimateWire 
The nation's largest business group is asking U.S. EPA to hold a public debate on climate change science-
or face litigation-- as the agency prepares to regulate greenhouse gas emissions under the Clean Air Act. 
In April, EPA said it planned to declare that emissions of carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide, 
hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons and sulfur hexafluoride from new automobiles and their engines 
contribute to air pollution that endangers public health and welfare. The proposal, which does not include 
any regulations, comes in response to the Supreme Court's 2007 Massachusetts v. EPA ruling. 
The U.S. Chamber of Commerce filed a 21-page petition with EPA today, asking the agency to approve an 
on-the-record proceeding with an independent trier of fact who would allow EPA and environmental and 
business groups to engage in a "credible weighing" of the scientific evidence that global warming 
endangers human health. 
EPA has hosted two public hearings and received more than 300,000 public comments on the matter 
already. 
"They don't have the science to support the endangerment finding," Bill Kovacs, the chamber's vice 
president for environment, regulatory and government affairs, said in an interview. "We can't just take 
their word for it." 
Kovacs envisions the EPA proceeding as a modern-day "Scopes Monkey Trial," where the science of global 
warming-- rather than evolution versus creationism-- would be debated. The 1925 trial, which pitted 
prominent defense attorney Clarence Darrow against three-time presidential candidate Williams Jennings 
Bryan, centered on the prosecution of John Scopes for violating a Tennessee law by teaching evolution in 
a high school classroom. 
Much is at stake in the modern climate change debate. Declaring greenhouse gases as pollutants from 
automobiles would trigger Clean Air Act regulation of other emission sources, such as power plants and oil 
refineries, Kovacs said. 
"An endangerment finding would make EPA the regulator of the U.S. economy," he warned. 
EPA Deputy Press Secretary Brendan Gilfillan rejected the chamber's claims. EPA Administrator Lisa 
Jackson based her proposed endangerment finding on "the soundest peer-reviewed science available, 
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which overwhelmingly indicates that climate change presents a threat to human health and welfare," he said. 
"While she knows the rigorous process would stand up to any frivolous legal challenge, the administrator doesn't 
think a new Scopes trial is the best way to move America forward on this issue," Gilfillan added. 
Litigation is a "certainty," regardless of EPA's next move, Kovacs said. 
If EPA denies the chamber's petition for climate science debate, the 3-million-member business group would have 
60 days to challenge the decision, Kovacs said. The chamber would have an equal amount of time in which to 
challenge EPA's final endangerment finding. 
EPA is reviewing the public comments and preparing the final rule, Gilfillan said. 
"What we're calling for is real transparency," Kovacs said. "They have taken the position that they want integrity in 
science." 
The U.N. Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change's 2007 assessment pegs the range of expected global 
average temperature increase during the next century at 2 to 4.5 degrees Celsius, with a best estimate of 3 
degrees. The consequences of a warming world include harsher heat waves, deeper floods and faster glacial 
melting, the scientists warned. 
In today's filing (pdf) with EPA, the chamber charges that "no issue should be more important in deciding whether 
to make an endangerment finding than the question of whether higher global temperatures will lead to higher 
death rates in the United States." Indeed, the business group, citing scientific data it has already submitted to EPA, 
contends that the IPCC's forecast temperature increases will result in lower net mortality rates in the United 
States. 
The American Petroleum Institute and other trade groups have argued similarly in EPA filings. 
"Those favoring a positive finding either ignore the data cited by the chamber and other parties who have actually 
examined the scientific literature in detail, or they try to divert attention from the question of whether higher 
temperatures will lead to increased mortality in the United States," the chamber filing concludes. 
Added Kovacs: "What we're asking for is a trial of the science." 
Brenda Ekwurzel, a climate scientist with the Union of Concerned Scientists, characterized the chamber's analysis 
as "cherry picking" data. 
A June 2009 report by 13 federal agencies, titled "Global Climate Change Impacts in the United States," does 
project a smaller risk of loss of life in the winter-- such as people slipping on ice or freezing to death-- in coming 
decades. However, warmer weather in other seasons would bring a greater risk of loss of life, Ekwurzel noted, 
citing the report. 
"Unlike health threats caused by a particular toxin or disease pathogen, there are many ways that climate change 
can lead to potentially harmful health effects," the report noted. "There are direct health impacts from heat waves 
and severe storms, ailments caused or exacerbated by air pollution and airborne allergens, and many climate
sensitive infectious diseases." 
Copyright 2009 E&E Publishing. All Rights Reserved. 
For more news on energy and the environment, visit www.climatewire.net. 

Seth Oster 
Associate Administrator 
Office of Public Affairs 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(202) 564-1918 
oster.seth @epa.gov 

2 

EPA-00 134300027 42-0002 



To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Scott Fu lton/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 8/25/2009 11 :27:44 PM 
Re: ACTION draft for review-- Middle Class Task Force 

Tx. Charles did a nice job with this. Lj 

-----Original Message----
From: Scott Fulton 
Sent: 08/25/2009 07:21 PM EDT 
To: windsor.richard@epa.gov 
Subject: Fw: ACTION draft for review-- Middle Class Task Force 

Fyi 

-----Original Message----
From: Charles lmohiosen 
Sent: 08/25/2009 05:24 PM EDT 
To: Diane Thompson; Scott Fulton 
Subject: Fw: ACTION draft for review-- Middle Class Task Force 

I asked Michael to take a shot at putting together some talking points for LPJ earlier in the day (see 
below), but I am not sure that they work. If you disagree, then I can send these to her as well. 

Also, the most recent list of meeting attendees is as follows: 

Attendees for the Wednesday Lunch: 

Vice President Biden 
Kathleen Sebelius, Secretary of Health and Human Services 
Gary Locke, Secretary of Commerce 
Hilda Solis, Secretary of Labor 
EPA Administrator Lisa Jackson 
Deputy Secretary of Education Tony Miller 
Undersecretary of Agriculture Kevin Concannon 
Deputy Secretary of Energy Dan Poneman 
HUD Assistant Secretary for Planning and Research Raphael Bostic 
Deputy Secretary of Transportation John Porcari 
Gene Sperling, Counselor to Treasury Secretary Geithner 
DPC Director Melody Barnes 
N EC Deputy Director Jason Furman 
CEA Member Cecilia Rouse 
Executive Associate Director of OM B Jeffrey Liebman 
CEQ Chair Nancy Sutley 
CEQ Special Advisor for Green Jobs, Enterprise and Innovation Van Jones 

Charles lmohiosen 
Special Assistant to the Senior Counsel 
Office of the Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20460 
(202) 564-9025 
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-----Forwarded by Charles lmohiosen/DC/USEPA/US on 08/25/2009 05:16 PM-----

From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Date: 

Michael Moats/DC/USEPA/US 
Allyn Brooks-LaSure/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Seth Oster/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Charles lmohiosen/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
08/25/2009 12:38 PM 

Subject: ACTION draft for review-- Middle Class Task Force 

Draft attached for your review and approval. This is for the event tomorrow with the VP. Charles has more details, 
but word on the street is, they will ask her a question on what we're doing. I'm assuming WH will want to review 
this so please let us know when it's ready to be vetted up high. Thanks. 

Mike 

[attachment "20090826 Middle Class Task Force.doc" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 

Michael Moats 
Speechwriter 
US EPA I Office of the Administrator 
Office: 202-564-1687 

M obi leC~~~~?.~_a]~~f.iY..~~i'~J 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 8/26/2009 1:47:58 PM 
Re: internal review process 

Tx. Is that approval in the form of a physical signature from the relevant AAs office on a concurrence 
sheet? That is the kind of process and documentation trail I believe is warranted. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 08/26/2009 09:41AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Scott Fulton; Diane Thompson 
Subject: internal review process 

I've checked with OPEl staff. I am told that no rule comes here without the relevant AA's approval. Our 
staff checks to make sure the AA has approved the item before moving it through our process. 

I am getting a copy of the Johnson memo reconsideration package for your review. 
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To: 
Bee: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
"Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" [mccarthy.gina@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 8/26/2009 1:56:31 PM 
Re: internal review process 

I will follow up with Gina. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 08/26/2009 09:53 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: internal review process 

Yes. Rules come in with signed memos from the AA's transmitting the rules. I agree this is important. 

In the case of the phase-in rule, however, OAR sent an unsigned memo. They told us to move the rule to 
OMB. We did not. They are now telling us that they have a signed version of the memo from Gina 
transmitting the rule to us. They haven't been able to locate that signed memo. We have an unsigned 
version of the memo. 

We are holding the rule until you or Gina gives us the green light. 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
08/26/2009 09:47AM 

Subject: Re: internal review process 

Tx. Is that approval in the form of a physical signature from the relevant AAs office on a concurrence 
sheet? That is the kind of process and documentation trail I believe is warranted. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 08/26/2009 09:41AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Scott Fulton; Diane Thompson 
Subject: internal review process 

I've checked with OPEl staff. I am told that no rule comes here without the relevant AA's approval. Our 
staff checks to make sure the AA has approved the item before moving it through our process. 

I am getting a copy of the Johnson memo reconsideration package for your review. 
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To: "Barry Breen" [Breen.Barry@epamail.epa.gov]; Lisa Heinzerling" 
[heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov]; Mathy Stanislaus" [stanislaus.mathy@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 8/26/2009 2:26:02 PM 
Subject: Federal Facilities on NPL 

I'm hearing OMB is refusing to list the federal facility sites in Regions 9 and 10. True? 
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To: 
From: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 

Sent: Wed 8/26/2009 7:14:02 PM 
Subject: Re: Federal Facilities on NPL 

See Mathy's note that I just forwarded to you. NOTE- I haven't read it yet. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 08/26/2009 03:04PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Federal Facilities on N PL 

May I ask this question directly of OMB? 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 08/26/2009 10:26 AM EDT 
To: Barry Breen; "Lisa Heinzerling" <heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov>; "Mathy Stanislaus" 

<stanislaus.mathy@epa.gov> 
Subject: Federal Facilities on NPL 

I'm hearing OMB is refusing to list the federal facility sites in Regions 9 and 10. True? 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 8/26/2009 7:54:20 PM 
Re: 

But didn't tell Gina huh? I spoke to Gina and told her to work it out. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 08/26/2009 03:52 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 

Probably you've solved the mystery by now, but just in case: Beth Craig signed the phase-in rule package 
on behalf of Gina. 
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To: 
Ce: 
Bee: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
[] 
CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 8/27/2009 3:32:22 AM 
Fw: Johnson Memo package 

~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

i Deliberative i 
! i 
! i 
L-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

-----Forwarded by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US on 08/26/2009 11:28 PM-----

From: Gina McCarthy/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Richard Windsor" <Windsor.Richard@epamail.epa.gov> 
Date: 08/26/2009 06:38 PM 
Subject: Fw: Johnson Memo package 

-----Original Message----
From: Don Zinger 
Sent: 08/26/2009 12:01 PM EDT 
To: Gina McCarthy 
Subject: Fw: Johnson Memo package 

Gina 
i-·-·-·-·-L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

! Deliberative ! i i 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

-----Forwarded by Don Zinger/DC/USEPA/US on 08/26/2009 11:57 AM-----

From: Peter South/RTP/USEPA/US 
To: Don Zinger/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Jeffrey Clark/RTP/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 08/26/2009 11:45 AM 
Subject: Fw: Johnson Memo package 

Hi Don, 

Deliberat • IVe 
If you need additional information, please give me a call. 

Pete South 
Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards/10 
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Office of Air and Radiation 
U.S. EPA 
Phone: 919 541-5359 
cell: i-·Perso.ila_i_PrivacY"·: 
----- F'a·rwa-rcfed._by.Pe-te_r_South/RTP/USEPA/US on 08/26/2009 11:32 AM-----

From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Date: 

Michael Ling/RTP/USEPA/US 
Jeffrey Clark/RTP/USEPA/US@EPA, Don Zinger/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Bill Harnett/RTP/USEPA/US@EPA, Peter South/RTP/USEPA/US@EPA 
08/26/2009 11:30 AM 

Subject: Johnson Memo package 

Jeff and Don, here is the status of the Johnson Memo package: 

We are planning on sending Gina the Johnson Memo reconsideration package by Friday. This would be for 
transmittal to OPEl to eventually go to OMB. I know that there has been no decision on timing, but we thought it 
would be best for OAR to have it in DC in case a decision was made to time this with the tailoring rule and vehicle 
rule. 

Although this rule cleared "Final Agency Review" about 2 1/2 weeks ago (8/10), we have not transmitted it to OAR 
(as would normally have been done) because we had that Big Stone Petition issue (which OGC briefed Gina on) 
regarding theCA waiver, and Gina decided to beef that up in the package. Gina also decided to add a proposal 

t:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~~:~~~~~~!•:Y:~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::J 

Deliberat • IV9 
Let us know if you have any questions about process or substance of the package. Thanks. 

Michael Ling 
Associate Director 
Air Quality Policy Division 
U.S. EPA- OAQPS 
(919) 541-4729 
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To: 
Bee: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
"Mathy Stanislaus" [stanislaus.mathy@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 8/27/2009 3:40:25 PM 
Re: Federal Facilities on NPL 

I also asked him to loop you in. But yes, he should be lead on getting a mtg of politicals (him, you, political 
for BLM, political from BOI to discuss). 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 08/27/2009 10:53 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Federal Facilities on N PL 

Mathy says he briefed you on this and is reaching out to OMB and BLM himself. I'm assuming this is the 
direction you gave him and that I should let him work this process--? 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
08/26/2009 03:14PM 

Subject: Re: Federal Facilities on N PL 

See Mathy's note that I just forwarded to you. NOTE- I haven't read it yet. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 08/26/2009 03:04PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Federal Facilities on N PL 

May I ask this question directly of OMB? 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 08/26/2009 10:26 AM EDT 
To: Barry Breen; "Lisa Heinzerling" <heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov>; "Mathy Stanislaus" 

<stanislaus.mathy@epa.gov> 
Subject: Federal Facilities on NPL 

I'm hearing OMB is refusing to list the federal facility sites in Regions 9 and 10. True? 
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To: CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Melntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Melntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Melntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Melntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=David 
Melntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Ce: [] 
Bee: [] 
From: CN=Riehard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Fri 8/28/2009 7:09:49 PM 
Subject: Fw: Landrieu letter to Potus 

I'm in Mary Landrieu's 7 /311etter to the Prez reNew Orleans. Did we know this? We are discussing this. 

-----Forwarded by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US on 08/28/2009 03:08 PM-----

From: Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 08/28/2009 11:21 AM 
Subject: Fw: Landrieu letter to Potus 

FYI 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
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202-564-6999 
-----Forwarded by Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US on 08/28/2009 11:21 AM-----

From: "Woodka, Janet" <Janet.Woodka@dhs.gov> 
To: "Wareing, Tracy" <Tracy.Wareing@dhs.gov>, "Lesher, Jan" <Jan.Lesher@dhs.gov>, "Tombar iii, Frederick" 
<Frederick.Tombariii@hud.gov>, <rima.cohen@hhs.gov>, <Matthew.Yale@ed.gov>, Diane 
Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 

Cc: "Monje, Carlos A." c~:~:~:~:~:~~.~f.~~.~~E~f.!~.~~~:~:~:~:~:~:J "Whelan, Moira" <Moira.Whelan@dhs.gov> 
Date: 08/28/2009 09:59AM 
Subject: Landrieu letter to Potus 

All-

Just wanted to let you know that Senator Landrieu is releasing her letter to the President (note attached). So, 
there will be a formal response- and I'm sure this will be a group effort! 

Janet 

From: bounce.vamail168@virmail03-iron.politicalsystems.net [mailto:bounce.vamail168@virmail03-
iron.politicalsystems.net] On Behalf Of Senator Mary Landrieu Press Office 
Sent: Friday, August 28, 2009 9:33 AM 
To: Janet.Woodka@DHS.GOV 
Subject: Landrieu Reflects on 4th Anniversary of Hurricane Katrina 

August 28, 2009 Unsubscribe Update My Profile 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Contact: Aaron Saunders 
(202) 224-0098 
Landrieu Reflects on 4th Anniversary of Hurricane Katrina 
Senator sends letter to President Obama outlining priorities, challenges ahead for Gulf Coast rebuilding. 

The letter can be found by visiting: 
http:/ /Ia nd rieu .senate.gov /med ia/POTUS _Letter. pdf 
WASHINGTON- United States Senator Mary L. Landrieu, D-La., today reflected on the fourth anniversary of 
Hurricane Katrina. The August 29th storm and the failure of the levee system that followed marked the worst 
disaster in United States history. 
Sen. Landrieu said: 
uon this fourth anniversary of Hurricane Katrina, the eyes of the world will turn again to Louisiana and the Gulf 
Coast region. In the coming days, we all will reflect on the progress and the many challenges that remain since 
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Katrina and the levee breaks devastated our communities, wrecked our businesses and shattered our families. 
{{Through this tragedy, we continue to look for opportunities. Our citizens have returned to their communities with 
their sleeves rolled up and ready to work. They have brought with them an unprecedented wave of entrepreneurs 
who have planted the seeds to make South Louisiana a hotbed of innovation and advancement. Together, we are 
rebuilding our region to make it better and stronger than we were before Katrina --family by family, home by 
home, neighborhood by neighborhood. 
{{Thanks to this unparalleled citizen effort, our region has progressed from the recovery to the rebuilding phase. 
President Obama has selected some outstanding leaders, including Homeland Security Secretary Janet Napolitano 
and HUD Secretary Shaun Donovan, to assist our rebuilding effort. These officials have stepped up early and 
forcefully to push our revitalization forward. 
{{With the determination of the people and a federal government redoubling its efforts, I am hopeful that the 
completion of the Gulf Coast's rebuilding is in sight." 
Sen. Landrieu recently sent a letter to President Obama asking for his leadership in helping complete the remaining 
Gulf Coast recovery work. The letter outlined the Senator's recovery and rebuilding priorities in four critical areas
flood protection and coastal restoration, housing, education and health care. 
A copy of the fill letter is available by visiting: http:/ /landrieu.senate.gov/media/POTUS_Letter.pdf 
-30-

Office Locations 

Washington, DC Office 
328 Hart Senate Building I United States Senate I Washington, DC 20510 I Voice: (202)224-5824 I Fax:(202) 224-
9735 
New Orleans 
Hale Boggs Federal Building 
500 Poydras Street 
Room 1005 
New Orleans, LA 70130 
Voice: (504) 589-2427 
Fax:(504) 589-4023 Baton Rouge 
Room 326, Federal Building 
707 Florida Street 
Baton Rouge, LA 70801 
Voice: (225) 389-0395 
Fax:(225) 389-0660 Shreveport 
U.S. Courthouse 
300 Fannin Street 
Room 2240 
Shreveport, LA 71101 
Voice: (318) 676-3085 
Fax:(318) 676-3100 
Hibernia Tower 
One Lakeshore Drive 
Suite 1260 
Lake Charles, LA 70629 
Voice: (337) 436-6650 
Fax:(337) 439-3762 

Lake Charles 

Replies to this email are sent to an unmonitored in box. Click here to Contact Senator 
Landrieu 

Update My Profile- Unsubscribe- Privacy Policy 
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To: 
Ce: 
Bee: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
[] 
[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 8/28/2009 7:19:26 PM 
Fw: Gulf Coast Rebuilding Weekly Update ANNIVERSARY EDITION 

-----Forwarded by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US on 08/28/2009 03:19 PM-----

From: Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 08/25/2009 07:50 AM 
Subject: Fw: Gulf Coast Rebuilding Weekly Update ANNIVERSARY EDITION 

FYI 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 
-----Forwarded by Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US on 08/25/2009 07:49AM-----

From: "Whelan, Moira" <Moira.Whelan@dhs.gov> 
To: "Lesher, Jan" <Jan.Lesher@dhs.gov>, "Wareing, Tracy" <Tracy.Wareing@dhs.gov>, "Kayyem, 
Juliette" <Juliette.Kayyem@dhs.gov>, "Tennyson, Stephanie L" <Stephanie.Tennyson@dhs.gov>, "Smith, 
Sean" <Sean.Smith@dhs.gov>, "Kuban, Sara A" <Sara.Kuban@dhs.gov>, "McNamara, Jason" 
<Jason.Mcnamara@dhs.gov>, "Fugate, Craig" <Craig.Fugate@dhs.gov>, 

L~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~iy~~i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
c~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~~!.~?-~~C~!!~~~Y.-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J II stevens I cIa r k II 
<Ciark.Stevens@dhs.gov>, "Colburn, Brent" <Brent.Colburn@dhs.gov>, "Hart, Patrick" 
<Patrick.Hart@dhs.gov>, "Garratt, David" <david.garratt@dhs.gov>, "Wiggins, Chani Winn" 
<Chani.Wiggins@dhs.gov>, "Peacock, Nelson" <Nelson.Peacock@dhs.gov>, "Pressman, David" 
<David.Pressman@dhs.gov>, <joan.deboer@dot.gov>, <dave.gresham@hud.gov>, 

r~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~~!.~~~~c~~I~~~~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:: <frederick. tom ba ri i i@ h u d .gov> I 
<brian.gill@hud.gov>, "McDonald, Blair" <Biair.Mcdonald@dhs.gov>, <laura.petrou@hhs.gov>, 
<rima.cohen@hhs.gov>, "Contreras, January" <January.Contreras@dhs.gov>, "Gordon, AndrewS" 

<Andrew. G 0 rd 0 n@ d h s .gov> I c~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~!"~-~~~~~(_PX~v_ii=i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
{~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~=~~~=~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~!.~~?.~~~~f.!.i"j~~~¥..~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~=~~~=~~~~~=~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~=~~~~~~1 

[~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~f.~~~~~f~~ii'-~~~Y.~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
<danny. williams@ h ud .gov>, <Ia u rel.a. blatchford@ h ud .gov>, 4-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i,-erso-naTPriva.cy-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 
L~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~f.~~~~L~!.IY.~~i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
[~~~~~~~~~~~e._r~?~~C~~~~~¥:.~~~~~~~~J<Jennifer.a.greer@usace.army.mil>, 
<Andrew.hagelin@hqda.army.mil>, <steven.l.stockton@usace.army.mil>, 
<Zoltan.l.montvai@usace.army.mil>, "Grimm, Michael" <michael.grimm@dhs.gov>, 
<Deborah.ingram@dhs.gov >, <cantor.erica@dol.gov>, <gambrelld@cdfi.treas.gov>, Allyn Brooks
LaSure/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, <mark.newberg@sba.gov>, <steven.smith@sba.gov>, 

<Don aId .0 rnd off @va .gov> I c:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~~:~~:?.!i~:C~d:~~~~¥:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:J 
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<John .cross@ do. trea s .gov>, <Dan ie lie .l.s chop p@ h u d .gov>, L~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~e!.i.?.~~T~~y~~y~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
<theodore.a.brown@usace.army.mil>, <todd.m.richardson@hud.gov>, <dominique.blom@hud.gov>, 
<jeffrey.riddel@hud.gov>, <david.vargas@hud.gov>, <mark.misczack@fema.gov>, "Fox, Katherine B" 

<Katherine.B.Fox@dhs.gov>, 1~~~~~~=-~~}i~~S..o:.n:.~~~rJ.iiii.~~~~~=~~~.J"Monchek, Rafaela" 
<rafaela.monchek@dhs.gov>, <carl.highsmith@dot.gov>, <david.matsuda@dot.gov>, "Duggan, Alaina" 

<Aiaina.Duggan@dhs.gov>, "Campbell, Matt" <matt.campbell@dhs.gov>, [~:~:~:~~!.~?.~~TJ"~rJ~~~~:~:~:~J 
L~~~~~~~~~~~~~~r~9.~i.C~~~i.~~~~~~~~~~~~~~JJ im Han lon/DC/US EPA/US@ EPA, Diane Thom psoQ[Q~l_L.!~.~.PAl_L.!.~.@JPA,___._·-·-·-·-·· 
<donna.white@hud.gov>, <lnembhard@cns.gov>, <baker.angela@dol.gov>, L.-·-·-·-·-·~~!:>?.."..~1-~~.iy_a..~Y..--·-·-·-·-j 
L~·=~·.~·.~·.f-e!!?.~~,L~!L{~cy~·=~·.~·.~·.~".l"McCiure, Laura" <Laura.Mcclure@dhs.gov>, <rstinson@eda.doc.gov>, 
<pdavidson@eda.doc.gov>, <cosborne@eda.doc.gov>, <ginger.lew@sba.gov>, <james.rivera@sba.gov>, 
<eric.zarnikow@sba.gov>, <chris.chan@sba.gov>, <ana.ma@sba.gov>, <Matthew.Yale@ed.gov>, 
<johnr.gingrich@va.gov>, <mark.a.linton@hud.gov>, <alexia.kelley@hhs.gov>, <cgrant2@doc.gov>, "Myers, 
David" <David.Myersl@dhs.gov>, "Schwartz, Alison" <Aiison.Schwartz@dhs.gov>, 
<Melanie.N.Roussell@hud.gov>, <katie.roberts@va.gov>, "Russell, Tony" <Tony.Russell@dhs.gov> 
Cc: "Woodka, Janet" <Janet.Woodka@dhs.gov>, "Banta, Drue" <Drue.Banta@dhs.gov>, "Watson, Shannon" 
<Shannon.Watson@dhs.gov>, "Fraser, Timothy" <Timothy.Fraser@dhs.gov>, "Simms, Nathan" 
<Nathan.Simms@dhs.gov>, "Stewart, Jessica" <Jessica.Stewart@dhs.gov>, "Goucher, Rob" 
<rob.goucher@dhs.gov>, "Lundqvist, Hanna" <Hanna.Lundqvist@dhs.gov>, "Gehring, Wendy" 
<Wendy.Gehring@dhs.gov>, "McConnell, Scott" <Scott.Mcconnell@dhs.gov>, "Lockett, Terrence" 
<Terrence.Lockett@dhs.gov> 
Date: 08/24/2009 05:26 PM 
Subject: Gulf Coast Rebuilding Weekly Update ANNIVERSARY EDITION 

Office of the Federal Coordinator for Gulf Coast Rebuilding 
Weekly Update 8/24/2009 

For Official Use Only 
Do not distribute outside of the federal government. 

August 29th marks four years from when Hurricane Katrina made landfall. As we approach that anniversary, we 
here at Gulf Coast Rebuilding wanted to thank all of you for what you have been doing to help the Gulf Coast 
recover and rebuild. While there is still a long way to go for many of these communities, there is a new energy and 
optimism being reported and felt by many residents since January. This weekly report is, understandably, very 
focused on activities and events taking place around this anniversary. We want to thank all of you for the 
commitment and help that you have been giving us and we look forward to our continued work after August. 

Thanks again, 
Janet 

Janet Woodka 
Federal Coordinator 
Office of Gulf Coast Rebuilding 

Summary of Administration Related Anniversary Activities 

Sunday, August 23 
The New Orleans Times-Picayune ran two articles (Sunday, 8/23 and Monday, 8/24) on Administration rebuilding 
efforts featuring interviews with President Obama and Vice President Biden. Listen to the POTUS interview here. 
St. Bernard Parish kicks off a week of events commemorating the parish's recovery and growth after Hurricane 
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Katrina with the grand opening of Val Reiss Park in Chalmette. The rebuilding of Val Reiss Park was financed by a 
combination of FEMA and Community Development Block Grant funds. 

Monday, August 24 
Federal Coordinator Janet Woodka will participate in a roundtable discussion with Congressman Gene Taylor (O
MS) and Mayors from throughout the Mississippi Gulf Coast. The event is closed to press. 
DHS Secretary Napolitano, HUD Secretary Donovan and FEMA Administrator Fugate conduct interviews with the 
Times-Picayune. 

Tuesday, August 25 
Director of National Drug Control Policy Gil Kerlikowske will hold a press conference at the Covenant House at 
10:30am, a youth residential facility and community health center in New Orleans, to talk about the 
Administration's initiatives on substance abuse and mental health. He will also attend a roundtable on criminal 
justice and drug policy issues with U.S. Attorney Jim Letten, NOPD Chief Riley, and others. Tentatively on his 
schedule is an editorial board meeting with The Gambit. 

Deputy Secretary of Education Tony Miller will visit the Edible Schoolyard at Samuel J. Green Charter School in New 
Orleans (closed press) and then attend the dedication of Langston Hughes Academy, the first new school to open 
in New Orleans since Hurricane Katrina and the first L.E.E.D.-certified energy efficient school in Louisiana. The 
Deputy Secretary will be joined at Langston Hughes by Governor Jindal, Janet Woodka, FEMA's Tony Russell, CEO 
of NOLA 180 John Alford, local and state officials. The event will include a 2pm CST ribbon-cutting ceremony and 
media availability. 

Wednesday, August 26 
GCR will hold a press availability with Rebuilding Together to kick off a 4-day service project in which almost 100 
federal employees will commit their time to work with several organizations to build houses in the New Orleans 
area. 
Chief of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Lt. Gen. Robert Van Antwerp will travel to New Orleans for meetings 
with the leadership of the New Orleans District. Brigadier Gen. Michael Walsh will also be in New Orleans on 
August 26. Walsh will travel to Baton Rouge on August 27 for a meeting with Governor Jindal. 

Thursday, August 27 
HUD officials including Secretary Shaun Donovan will be traveling to Louisiana and Mississippi to participate in 
various activities that focus on the community and economic revitalization of the region. Secretary Donovan will 
speak at breakfast roundtable of non-profit organizations sponsored by the Louisiana Disaster Recovery 
Foundation. The event is open to the press. He will also hold a press conference to break ground at the Lafitte 
Public Housing site. He will be joined by several HUD officials including Deputy Secretary Ron Sims, Assistant 
Secretary/FHA Commissioner David Stevens (Housing), Assistant Secretary Mercedes Marquez (Community 
Planning and Development), Assistant Secretary Sandra Henriquez (Public and Indian Housing), Assistant Secretary 
Raphael Bostic (Policy Development and Research), and Chief Counsel Helen Kanovsky. 
CNN's Anderson Cooper will broadcast live from Musicians Village in New Orleans. Secretary Shaun Donovan may 
appear. 
GCR will sponsor day two of its volunteer effort, joined by more than 40 volunteers building a house in Musicians 
Village with Habitat for Humanity. 

Friday, August 28 
GCR will sponsor day three of the volunteer rebuilding effort, taking the night shift in St. Bernard Project's 24 hour 
build with more than 40 federal employee volunteers. 
The Senate Republican Conference is hosting a health care event at the Tulane University School of Medicine in 
New Orleans. Sens. Coburn and Barrasso are slated to attend along with the doctors in the Louisiana delegation 
(Boustany, Fleming, Cassidy). The rest of the Republicans in the delegation are expected to be there as well. The 
event is invitation only. 
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Saturday, August 29 
GCR will participate in Louisiana My Heart My Home sponsored by the Louisiana Disaster Recovery Foundation 
with more than 40 federal volunteers. The event will include a moment of silence at 9:10am, a volunteer build led 
by Gen. Russell Honore, and a celebration with New Orleans food and Music. 
St. Bernard Parish will commemorate the anniversary of Hurricane Katrina with a wreath ceremony and a moment 
of silence at 9: lOam. 

Last Week 

On Monday, August 17, Secretary Napolitano was joined by FEMA Administrator Craig Fugate, Federal Coordinator 
for Gulf Coast Rebuilding Janet Woodka, and Southern University at New Orleans (SUNO) Chancellor Victor Ukpolo 
to announce $32 million in additional federal funding for four new buildings on SUNG's campus. This brought the 
total of FEMA public assistance obligated for SUNO to $92 billion. The event received widespread positive 
coverage. 
Several members of the OM B staff visited New Orleans and the Mississippi Gulf Coast on August 18-21. They 
toured sites related to housing, health, hurricane protection and education issues, and met with local 
stakeholders. Federal Coordinator Woodka, Tracy Wareing (DHS) and Fred Tombar accompanied them. The trip 
was supported by GCR, FEMA LA TRO and MS TRO, and USACE. 
Rep. Maxine Waters (D-CA), Chairman of the House Financial Services Subcommittee on Housing hosted a Field 
Hearing on August 20-21 at Dillard University in New Orleans on housing issues, focusing specifically on the Road 
Home Program and the Big 4 housing developments. Witnesses included Fred Tom bar, (HUD), Assistant Secretary 
for Public and Indian Housing (HUD), Paul Rainwater (LRA), Ommeed Sathe (NORA), Sandra Brooks Henriquez 
(HUD) and Mayor Ray Nagin. At the hearing, Waters called on the state of Louisiana to come up with a flat amount 
of money to give to Road Home grant recipients to make up for a gap in financing. 
U.S. Census Bureau Director Robert M. Groves travelled to New Orleans on Tuesday, August 18, 2009 to address 
stakeholders who will help in raising awareness of the 2010 census. Census forms will be hand-delivered in the city 
of New Orleans and surrounding areas affected by hurricanes Katrina and Rita to get the most accurate count 
possible following concerns that the region could lose federal representation and funding. 
The Louisiana Recovery Authority has requested that FEMA suspend its review of ALL first and second appeals 
pending release of regulations on the arbitration panel in order to give the LRA time to discuss the arbitration 
panel with individual applicants. 
The Times-Picayune ran a story on Saturday, August 16, stating that DH H Secretary Levine is reopening discussions 
between LSU and Tulane University to resolve the academic medical center governance issue. Levine said he 
hopes some resolution can be reached as early as next week. The story also reported that local business leaders 
are urging Governor Jindal to get involved in the negotiations. 
The Louisiana Division of Administration Office of Facility Planning and Control held a meeting on Wednesday, 
August 19 to unveil the most recent designs for the academic medical center. The Times-Picayune reported 
concerns from the historic preservation community about the design. 
Congressman Cao was on MSNBC's "The Rachel Maddow Show" to discuss health care reform and his health care 
town halls. 
The Mississippi River Commission, led by General Mike Walsh, USACE Commander of the Mississippi Valley 
Division, was in Louisiana the week of August 17 for its annual low water inspection trip. 
In addition to attending the SUNO PA event and accompanying OMB, Federal Coordinator Woodka met with 
Wendell Pierce and the Pontchartrain Park Community Development Corporation; King and Ann Milling; and U.S. 
Attorney Jim Letten. On Tuesday, August 18, Coordinator she taped a 30-second public service announcement for 
the St. Bernard Project, for the 4NOLA series, in which she talked about what New Orleans meant to her personally 
and asked people to volunteer their time and efforts for the city. It may air on CNN's coverage of the Hurricane 
Katrina anniversary, and will be posted on the St. Bernard Project's website. 

Comings and Goings 
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Senator Mary Landrieu may hold a field hearing on recovery in Galveston, TX in early September. 
Tulane and LSU will be hosting a health care site visit for Louisiana delegation health care staffers on September 3. 
The NATO Parliamentary Assembly plans to visit New York City and New Orleans on an emergency preparedness 
and disaster response trip October 3-5. FEMA Office of International Affairs is supporting the trip. 
The National Fusion Center Conference will be held in New Orleans in March, 2010. 

Forthcoming 

President Obama announced his intention to visit the Gulf Coast uby the end of the year" in the August 23 Times
Picayune story. 
The US Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) is hosting a Mitigation Workshop on August 31, 2009, at the New Orleans 
District Office. The purpose of the meeting is to have interested stakeholders present potential wetland mitigation 
alternatives associated with the unavoidable construction impacts related to hurricane protection projects in New 
Orleans. 
GCR will be meeting with representatives from the GAO on September 3 to discuss pending reports on Gulf Coast 
rebuilding to be issued in the fall. 
The House Appropriations Surveys and Investigations report on the Corps is due September 2009. 
In addition to Katrina anniversary related activities, GCR staff will meet with several local stakeholders including 
Tim Williamson of the Idea Village, Kurt Weigle of the Downtown Development District, Caitlin Cain, of the 
Regional Planning Commission, and Belinda Little-Wood with the City of New Orleans on economic development 
matters. GCR staff will also be touring IP, a hub for start-ups and entrepreneurs, and meeting with representatives 
from USACE in the New Orleans District. GCR staff will also attend the USACE mitigation workshop on Monday, 
GCR staff will also be meeting with a number of hurricane protection and coastal restoration stakeholders 
including Garret Graves of the La. Coastal Protection and Restoration Agency, Billy Marchal of the Flood Protection 
Alliance and Mark Schexnayder, the LSU Chancellor's Coastal Advisor. GCR staff will also be supporting H UD 
Secretary Donovan's trip and the ONDCP Director's trip, in addition to Deputy Secretary of Education Tony Miller's 
trip. 
The fourth anniversary of Hurricane Rita making landfall is September 24. 

Moira Whelan 
Deputy, Office of the Federal Coordinator for Gulf Coast Rebuilding 
202-325-0196 
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To: 
Ce: 
Bee: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
[] 
[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 8/28/2009 7:45:38 PM 
Fw: Landrieu letter to Potus 

Thanks for letting me vent. It is hard for me to contextualize even now. It helps to talk to somoene to 
make sure I am thinking straight on my hometown, I just re-read this letter and believe that the first 2 
bullets might be fertile ground. Thoughts? 

-----Forwarded by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US on 08/28/2009 03:43 PM-----

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US 
Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
08/28/2009 11:21 AM 

Subject: Fw: Landrieu letter to Potus 

FYI 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 
-----Forwarded by Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US on 08/28/2009 11:21 AM-----

From: "Woodka, Janet" <Janet.Woodka@dhs.gov> 
To: "Wareing, Tracy" <Tracy.Wareing@dhs.gov>, "Lesher, Jan" <Jan.Lesher@dhs.gov>, "Tombar iii, 
Frederick" <Frederick.Tombariii@hud.gov>, <rima.cohen@hhs.gov>, <Matthew.Yale@ed.gov>, Diane 
Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 

Cc: "Monje, Carlos A." <~~~~~~~~~~~~l'~~r~-~~~T~~ii.~Ei~~~~~~~~~~J "Whelan, Moira" 
<Moira.Whelan@dhs.gov> 
Date: 08/28/2009 09:59AM 
Subject: Landrieu letter to Potus 

All-

Just wanted to let you know that Senator Landrieu is releasing her letter to the President (note attached). 
So, there will be a formal response- and I'm sure this will be a group effort! 
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Janet 

From: bounce.vamail168@virmail03-iron.politicalsystems.net [mailto:bounce.vamail168@virmail03-
iron.politicalsystems.net] On Behalf Of Senator Mary Landrieu Press Office 
Sent: Friday, August 28, 2009 9:33 AM 
To: Janet.Woodka@DHS.GOV 
Subject: Landrieu Reflects on 4th Anniversary of Hurricane Katrina 

August 28, 2009 Unsubscribe Update My Profile 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Contact: Aaron Saunders 
(202) 224-0098 
Landrieu Reflects on 4th Anniversary of Hurricane Katrina 
Senator sends letter to President Obama outlining priorities, challenges ahead for Gulf Coast rebuilding. 

The letter can be found by visiting: 
http:/ /Ia nd rieu .senate.gov /med ia/POTUS _Letter. pdf 
WASHINGTON- United States Senator Mary L. Landrieu, D-La., today reflected on the fourth anniversary of 
Hurricane Katrina. The August 29th storm and the failure of the levee system that followed marked the worst 
disaster in United States history. 
Sen. Landrieu said: 
uon this fourth anniversary of Hurricane Katrina, the eyes of the world will turn again to Louisiana and the Gulf 
Coast region. In the coming days, we all will reflect on the progress and the many challenges that remain since 
Katrina and the levee breaks devastated our communities, wrecked our businesses and shattered our families. 
{{Through this tragedy, we continue to look for opportunities. Our citizens have returned to their communities with 
their sleeves rolled up and ready to work. They have brought with them an unprecedented wave of entrepreneurs 
who have planted the seeds to make South Louisiana a hotbed of innovation and advancement. Together, we are 
rebuilding our region to make it better and stronger than we were before Katrina --family by family, home by 
home, neighborhood by neighborhood. 
{{Thanks to this unparalleled citizen effort, our region has progressed from the recovery to the rebuilding phase. 
President Obama has selected some outstanding leaders, including Homeland Security Secretary Janet Napolitano 
and HUD Secretary Shaun Donovan, to assist our rebuilding effort. These officials have stepped up early and 
forcefully to push our revitalization forward. 
{{With the determination of the people and a federal government redoubling its efforts, I am hopeful that the 
completion of the Gulf Coast's rebuilding is in sight." 
Sen. Landrieu recently sent a letter to President Obama asking for his leadership in helping complete the remaining 
Gulf Coast recovery work. The letter outlined the Senator's recovery and rebuilding priorities in four critical areas
flood protection and coastal restoration, housing, education and health care. 
A copy of the fill letter is available by visiting: http:/ /landrieu.senate.gov/media/POTUS_Letter.pdf 
-30-
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Office Locations 

Washington, DC Office 
328 Hart Senate Building I United States Senate I Washington, DC 20510 I Voice: (202)224-5824 I Fax:(202) 224-
9735 
New Orleans 
Hale Boggs Federal Building 
500 Poydras Street 
Room 1005 
New Orleans, LA 70130 
Voice: (504) 589-2427 
Fax:(504) 589-4023 Baton Rouge 
Room 326, Federal Building 
707 Florida Street 
Baton Rouge, LA 70801 
Voice: (225) 389-0395 
Fax:(225) 389-0660 Shreveport 
U.S. Courthouse 
300 Fannin Street 
Room 2240 
Shreveport, LA 71101 
Voice: (318) 676-3085 
Fax:(318) 676-3100 
Hibernia Tower 
One Lakeshore Drive 
Suite 1260 
Lake Charles, LA 70629 
Voice: (337) 436-6650 
Fax:(337) 439-3762 

Lake Charles 

Replies to this email are sent to an unmonitored in box. Click here to Contact Senator 
Landrieu 

Update My Profile- Unsubscribe- Privacy Policy 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 8/28/2009 10:33:22 PM 
Re: Landrieu letter to Potus 

Yahoo. Just leaving. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 08/28/2009 06:31 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Landrieu letter to Potus 

It's my pleasure to talk. 

I agree there's promise in the first two bullets. These seem to point right at EPA (as she points right at you 
in introducing them!). I'll investigate, quietly. Ok? 

I want you to know I read your email (and am sending this one) FROM HOME. 

Have a good weekend. 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 08/28/2009 03:45 PM EDT 
To: Lisa Heinzerling 
Subject: Fw: Landrieu letter to Potus 

Thanks for letting me vent. It is hard for me to contextualize even now. It helps to talk to somoene to 
make sure I am thinking straight on my hometown, I just re-read this letter and believe that the first 2 

bullets might be fertile ground. Thoughts? 

-----Forwarded by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US on 08/28/2009 03:43 PM-----

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US 
Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
08/28/2009 11:21 AM 

Subject: Fw: Landrieu letter to Potus 

FYI 
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****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 
-----Forwarded by Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US on 08/28/2009 11:21 AM-----

From: "Woodka, Janet" <Janet.Woodka@dhs.gov> 
To: "Wareing, Tracy" <Tracy.Wareing@dhs.gov>, "Lesher, Jan" <Jan.Lesher@dhs.gov>, "Tombar iii, Frederick" 
<Frederick.Tombariii@hud.gov>, <rima.cohen@hhs.gov>, <Matthew.Yale@ed.gov>, Diane 

Tho m pso n/DC/U S EPA/US@ E_~~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
Cc: "Monje, Carlos A." {·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~·~!.:;_~.'.:1~_1_~!.!~.~~~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j "Whelan, Moira" <Moira.Whelan@dhs.gov> 
Date: 08/28/2009 09:59AM 
Subject: Landrieu letter to Potus 

All-

Just wanted to let you know that Senator Landrieu is releasing her letter to the President (note attached). So, 
there will be a formal response- and I'm sure this will be a group effort! 

Janet 

From: bounce.vamail168@virmail03-iron.politicalsystems.net [mailto:bounce.vamail168@virmail03-
iron.politicalsystems.net] On Behalf Of Senator Mary Landrieu Press Office 
Sent: Friday, August 28, 2009 9:33 AM 
To: Janet.Woodka@DHS.GOV 
Subject: Landrieu Reflects on 4th Anniversary of Hurricane Katrina 

August 28, 2009 Unsubscribe Update My Profile 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE Contact: Aaron Saunders 
(202) 224-0098 
Landrieu Reflects on 4th Anniversary of Hurricane Katrina 
Senator sends letter to President Obama outlining priorities, challenges ahead for Gulf Coast rebuilding. 

The letter can be found by visiting: 
http:/ /Ia nd rieu .senate.gov /med ia/POTUS _Letter. pdf 
WASHINGTON- United States Senator Mary L. Landrieu, D-La., today reflected on the fourth anniversary of 
Hurricane Katrina. The August 29th storm and the failure of the levee system that followed marked the worst 
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disaster in United States history. 
Sen. Landrieu said: 
uon this fourth anniversary of Hurricane Katrina, the eyes of the world will turn again to Louisiana and the Gulf 
Coast region. In the coming days, we all will reflect on the progress and the many challenges that remain since 
Katrina and the levee breaks devastated our communities, wrecked our businesses and shattered our families. 
{{Through this tragedy, we continue to look for opportunities. Our citizens have returned to their communities with 
their sleeves rolled up and ready to work. They have brought with them an unprecedented wave of entrepreneurs 
who have planted the seeds to make South Louisiana a hotbed of innovation and advancement. Together, we are 
rebuilding our region to make it better and stronger than we were before Katrina --family by family, home by 
home, neighborhood by neighborhood. 
{{Thanks to this unparalleled citizen effort, our region has progressed from the recovery to the rebuilding phase. 
President Obama has selected some outstanding leaders, including Homeland Security Secretary Janet Napolitano 
and HUD Secretary Shaun Donovan, to assist our rebuilding effort. These officials have stepped up early and 
forcefully to push our revitalization forward. 
{{With the determination of the people and a federal government redoubling its efforts, I am hopeful that the 
completion of the Gulf Coast's rebuilding is in sight." 
Sen. Landrieu recently sent a letter to President Obama asking for his leadership in helping complete the remaining 
Gulf Coast recovery work. The letter outlined the Senator's recovery and rebuilding priorities in four critical areas
flood protection and coastal restoration, housing, education and health care. 
A copy of the fill letter is available by visiting: http:/ /landrieu.senate.gov/media/POTUS_Letter.pdf 
-30-

Office Locations 

Washington, DC Office 
328 Hart Senate Building I United States Senate I Washington, DC 20510 I Voice: (202)224-5824 I Fax:(202) 224-
9735 
New Orleans 
Hale Boggs Federal Building 
500 Poydras Street 
Room 1005 
New Orleans, LA 70130 
Voice: (504) 589-2427 
Fax:(504) 589-4023 Baton Rouge 
Room 326, Federal Building 
707 Florida Street 
Baton Rouge, LA 70801 
Voice: (225) 389-0395 
Fax:(225) 389-0660 Shreveport 
U.S. Courthouse 
300 Fannin Street 
Room 2240 
Shreveport, LA 71101 
Voice: (318) 676-3085 
Fax:(318) 676-3100 
Hibernia Tower 
One Lakeshore Drive 
Suite 1260 
Lake Charles, LA 70629 
Voice: (337) 436-6650 
Fax:(337) 439-3762 

Lake Charles 
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Replies to this email are sent to an unmonitored in box. Click here to Contact Senator 
Landrieu 

Update My Profile- Unsubscribe- Privacy Policy 

4 

EPA-00 134300027 56-0004 



EPA-00 13430002757-0001 



To: "Lisa Heinzerling" [heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Sat 8/29/2009 12:09:50 AM 
Subject: Fw: EMBARGOED: Weekly Address: President Obama Marks Fourth Anniversary of 
Hurricane Katrina; Will Visit New Orleans Later This Year 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 08/28/2009 04:57 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Aaron Dickerson 
Subject: Fw: EMBARGOED: Weekly Address: President Obama Marks Fourth Anniversary of Hurricane 

Katrina; Will Visit New Orleans Later This Year 
FYI 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 

-----Forwarded by Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US on 08/28/2009 04:56PM-----

From: II M i Ia kofs ky I Benjamin E. II c·.~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~·-=·-~-li~.~~~-~-~(·.~~iy~~Y.~·-~--~--~--~--~--~--~~--~--~--~--~·.J 
T 0: II LuI Christopher p. II ~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-Pers"oli-aTPrivac·y-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i II smith I E I iza beth s. II 

[~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ii.~~?.~~T~_rJ.y~_~y~~~~~~~~~~~~~]~;Ki~b~·l-c·A-~t~·i-·B~·~;·:{:~:~:~:~:~:~:~::~~~~~~~~~~~~iy-~-~Y.-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~j II H u rIb utI 
Bra n don K." <C~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~·.!'-e!~-~-~~i.!'!.I~a~¥.~·-~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~".1 " French, M i c h a e I J . " 

[~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~i.~~~~~~L~~~Y~Ei~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J II M i I a kofs ky, Benjamin E .
11 {~~~~~~=~~~~~~~~~~~~~y~~~~~L~r{~a~i.~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 

Date: 08/28/2009 04:09 PM 
Subject: EMBARGOED: Weekly Address: President Obama Marks Fourth Anniversary of Hurricane Katrina; 
Will Visit New Orleans Later This Year 

Dear Chiefs of Staff: 

Please see the text of the President's weekly address on the fourth anniversary of Hurricane Katrina. 

--Cabinet Affairs 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

Office of the Press Secretary 

EMBARGOED UNTIL 6:00AM ET, SATURDAY, August 29, 2009 

WEEKLY ADDRESS: President Obama Marks Fourth Anniversary of Hurricane Katrina; Will Visit New 
Orleans Later This Year 

1 

EPA-00 134300027 58-0001 



WASHINGTON -In this week's address, President Barack Obama remembered the tragedy of Hurricane Katrina, 
described what his administration has done to boost the Gulf Coast recovery effort, and said that he will visit New 
Orleans before the end of the year. As the Gulf Coast recovers, we must learn the lessons of Katrina, so that our 
nation will be more protected and resilient in the face of disaster- whether it's from a hurricane, earthquake, 
wildfire, pandemic, or terrorist attack. 

The full audio of the address is HERE. The video can be viewed online at www.whitehouse.gov. 

Remarks of President Barack Obama 
Weekly Address 
Saturday, August 29, 2009 

This weekend marks the fourth anniversary of Hurricane Katrina's devastation of the Gulf Coast. As we remember 
all that was lost, we must take stock of the work being done on recovery, while preparing for future disasters. And 
that is what I want to speak with you about today. 

None of us can forget how we felt when those winds battered the shore, the floodwaters began to rise, and 
Americans were stranded on rooftops and in stadiums. Over a thousand people would lose their lives. Over a 
million people were displaced. Whole neighborhoods of a great American city were left in ruins. Communities 
across the Gulf Coast were forever changed. And many Americans questioned whether government could fulfill its 
responsibility to respond in a crisis, or contribute to a recovery that covered parts of four states. 

Since taking office in January, my Administration has focused on helping citizens finish the work of rebuilding their 
lives and communities, while taking steps to prevent similar catastrophes going forward. Our approach is simple: 
government must keep its responsibility to the people, so that Americans have the opportunity to take 
responsibility for their future. 

That is the work that we are doing. To date, eleven members of my Cabinet have visited the Gulf Coast, and I'm 
looking forward to going to New Orleans later this year. To complete a complex recovery that addresses nearly 
every sector of society, we have prioritized coordination among different federal agencies, and with state and local 
governments. No more turf wars- all of us need to move forward together, because there is much more work to 
be done. 

I have also made it clear that we will not tolerate red tape that stands in the way of progress, or the waste that can 
drive up the bill. Government must be a partner- not an opponent- in getting things done. That is why we have 
put in place innovative review and dispute resolution programs to expedite recovery efforts, and have freed up 
hundreds of millions of dollars of federal assistance that had not been distributed. This is allowing us to move 
forward with stalled projects across the Gulf Coast- building and improving schools; investing in public health and 
safety; and repairing broken roads, bridges and homes. And this effort has been dramatically amplified by the 
Recovery Act, which has put thousands of Gulf Coast residents to work. 

As we complete this effort, we see countless stories of citizens holding up their end of the bargain. In New 
Orleans, hundreds of kids just started the school year at Langston Hughes elementary, the first school built from 
scratch since Katrina. The St. Bernard Project has drawn together volunteers to rebuild hundreds of homes, where 
people can live with dignity and security. To cite just one hopeful indicator, New Orleans is the fastest growing city 
in America, as many who had been displaced are now coming home. 

As we rebuild and recover, we must also learn the lessons of Katrina, so that our nation is more protected and 
resilient in the face of disaster. That means continuing to rebuild hundreds of miles of levees and floodwalls 
around New Orleans, and working to strengthen the wetlands and barrier islands that are the Gulf Coast's first line 
of defense. In Washington, that means a focus on competence and accountability- and I'm proud that my FEMA 
Administrator has 25 years of experience in disaster management in Florida, a state that has known its share of 
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hurricanes. And across the country, that means improving coordination among different agencies, modernizing our 
emergency communications, and helping families plan for a crisis. 

On this anniversary, we are focused on the threat from hurricanes. But we must also be prepared for a broad 
range of dangers- from wildfires and earthquakes, to terrorist attacks and pandemic disease. In particular, my 
Administration is working aggressively with state and local governments- and with partners around the world- to 

prepare for the risk posed by the H lN 1 virus. To learn more about the simple steps that you can take to keep you 
and your family safe from all of these dangers, please visit www.ready.gov. 

So on this day, we commemorate a tragedy that befell our people. But we also remember that with every tragedy 
comes the chance of renewal. It is a quintessentially American notion- that adversity can give birth to hope, and 

that the lessons of the past hold the key to a better future. From the streets of New Orleans to the Mississippi 
Coast, folks are beginning the next chapter in their American stories. And together, we can ensure that the legacy 
of a terrible storm is a country that is safer and more prepared for the challenges that may come. Thank you. 
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To: CN=David Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US From: 

Sent: Sat 8/29/2009 5:37:09 PM 
Subject: Re: Senator Voinovich's hold on Bob Perciasepe 

Tx 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 08/29/2009 10:21 AM EDT 
To: windsor.richard@epa.gov 
Cc: thompson.diane@epa.gov; ganesan.arvin@epa.gov 
Subject: Senator Voinovich's hold on Bob Perciasepe 

I think the current plan might be for you to speak on the phone with Senator Voinovich, rather than 
sending him another letter. That sounds to me like a good idea. r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-"Oelfi:lerative-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---~:..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::..-::.. 

Deliberat • IVe 
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To: CN=David Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Man 8/31/2009 11:44:53 PM 
Subject: Re: Jody Freeman 

I will reach out to her boss. 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 08/31/2009 07:28 PM EDT 
To: Seth Oster; Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; Gina McCarthy 
Subject: Re: Jody Freeman 

_!.~:_!~:~.~~·~·~·-~-~.-~~.~~-s_.~s-.:.~~-a-~=~·-(~!.~~.~y_i:_~::~.~~~=.~-~~.~.~.!~_a_tJ._i.:._g_~~.~-~.:.~:C~:~:~:~:~:~:~~~E§!~!!E~~~:~:~:~:~:~:J 
i i 

I Deliberative I i i 
i i 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

-----Original Message----
From: Seth Oster 
Sent: 08/31/2009 07:24PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; Gina McCarthy; David Mcintosh 
Subject: Jody Freeman 

Jody Freeman just called me, after having tried to reach Gina. 

She said, in short, that they are bracing for press calls and widespread attention to be paid to the posting 
of the proposed Phase-in Rule on the OM B Web site tomorrow. While they are initially willing to go with 
our recommended, "We will comment on this when the proposed rule is formally made," they are, 
however, determined to be more proactive in their messaging if/when the issue takes hold-- and, as she 
put it, the EPA starts to look bad. 

She said that they are going to work with WH Communications tomorrow on this (unfortunately, before I 
have the chance to reach out to WH Communications to frame these issues for them and begin to 
advocate for our strategy of announcing through an op-ed, followed by a signing event, followed two 
weeks later by a more in-depth speech by the Administrator at the Schwarzenegger climate summit). 

I assured her that, as Gina and I discussed with her late last week, we have this as the highest priority-
that we are working overtime right now on locking down our recommended messaging and strategy, as 
well as some other things that I'll discuss when we are all offline together. 

I think Gina should call Jody as soon as possible. 

Seth 
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Seth Oster 
Associate Administrator 
Office of Public Affairs 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(202) 564-1918 
oster.seth @epa.gov 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Jeez. 

CN=David Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 9/1/2009 12:35:28 AM 
Re: something we might see/experience 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 08/31/2009 08:28 PM EDT 
To: windsor.richard@epa.gov; oster.seth@epa.gov; mccarthy.gina@epa.gov; heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov; 

thompson.lisa@epa.gov; Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Subject: something we might see/experience 

Today Senators Boxer and Kerry announced that they will delay until the end of September the release of 
their climate bill (they had planned to release it next Tuesday). Members of the chattering class are 
already whispering that the announcement signals that climate legislation is dead for the year-- that the 
Senate Democrats tested the political winds during the recess and decided not to give it a go. There is 
actually no truth to that. But the same members of the chattering class might interpret the transmittal of 
the draft proposed taillpipe and tailoring rules to OMB as confirming their theory and also revealing 
further detail, namely, that the President has given up on legislation and has fully thrown in his lot with 
regulation. There is no truth to that either. But I think we might notice reporters stretching for that 
narrative in their welcome-back-from-recess stories. 
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To: CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Da vid Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Diane 
Thompso n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 9/1/2009 12:18:37 PM 
Subject: Re: Jody Freeman 

Deliberative 
-----Original Message----
From: Gina McCarthy 
Sent: 08/31/2009 08:19 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; David Mcintosh; Seth Oster; Diane Thompson 
Subject: Re: Jody Freeman 

Spoke to Jody and she seemed fine and planned to work thru WH communications should questions arise 
that we agree should be answered. I think we should continue on our schedule as planned to outline the 
message. 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 08/31/2009 07:44PM EDT 
To: David Mcintosh; Seth Oster; Diane Thompson; Gina McCarthy 
Subject: Re: Jody Freeman 

I will reach out to her boss. 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 08/31/2009 07:28 PM EDT 
To: Seth Oster; Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; Gina McCarthy 
Subject: Re: Jody Freeman 

The fact that WH Comms is engaged (if Jody is accurate about that) is good news.[~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~l(i?~~~~~~~y~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 
i ! 

i Deliberative i 
i ! 
i ! 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

-----Original Message----
From: Seth Oster 
Sent: 08/31/2009 07:24PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; Gina McCarthy; David Mcintosh 
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Subject: Jody Freeman 
Jody Freeman just called me, after having tried to reach Gina. 

She said, in short, that they are bracing for press calls and widespread attention to be paid to the posting of the 
proposed Phase-in Rule on the OMB Web site tomorrow. While they are initially willing to go with our 
recommended, "We will comment on this when the proposed rule is formally made," they are, however, 
determined to be more proactive in their messaging if/when the issue takes hold-- and, as she put it, the EPA 
starts to look bad. 

She said that they are going to work with WH Communications tomorrow on this (unfortunately, before I have the 
chance to reach out to WH Communications to frame these issues for them and begin to advocate for our strategy 
of announcing through an op-ed, followed by a signing event, followed two weeks later by a more in-depth speech 
by the Administrator at the Schwarzenegger climate summit). 

I assured her that, as Gina and I discussed with her late last week, we have this as the highest priority-- that we are 
working overtime right now on locking down our recommended messaging and strategy, as well as some other 
things that I'll discuss when we are all offline together. 

I think Gina should call Jody as soon as possible. 

Seth 

Seth Oster 
Associate Administrator 
Office of Public Affairs 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(202) 564-1918 
oster.seth @epa.gov 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Eric Wachter/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 9/1/2009 6:08:33 PM 
Re: Greetings from Steve Wassersug (former EPA Region Ill) in Montana 

Write back and say great to hear u and thank him and let him know my schedulers will confirm as we get 
close to date. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Eric Wachter 
Sent: 08/31/2009 06:18 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: Greetings from Steve Wassersug (former EPA Region Ill) in Montana 

FYI last I heard this trip was off. 

-----Forwarded by Eric Wachter/DC/USEPA/US on 08/31/2009 06:18 PM-----

Date 08/31/2009 04:45 PM 
From "Wassersug, Steve" <swassersug@getf.org> 
To LisaP Jackson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
cc 
Subject Greetings from Steve Wassersug (former EPA Region Ill) in Montana 

Lisa, 

first of all congratulations on your outstanding appointment and the great job you are doing. Tom 
Voltaggio and his wife Joan visited me last week in Montana for about 9 days and we chatted about the 
"old times" in the Regions and DC. You may remember that Tom replaced me in the region after I was 
assigned for 5 years to Budapest, and we met shortly after my return. 

In any case, I understand that you will be coming to the ECOS meeting in September. I live in Whitefish 
MT 6 months/year for the past 5 years about 300 yards up the hill from the Lodge where the ECOS 
meeting will be held. It will be great to see friends and colleagues. My wife and I are planning to have a 
get-together the Sunday evening before the meeting 9/20 for some of the State, ECOS, and EPA gang at 
our home and we would like to invite you. A couple of the Acting Regional RA's are planning to attend 
along with many other folks. Of course, any family or friends/colleagues that will be with you are cordially 
invited. We plan to begin around 630pm but people will probably come throughout the evening as they 
arrive on Sunday. 

Should you need any assistance with regard to planning any travel/trips or sightseeing in this area, I would 
be pleased to provide you with information and suggestions regarding this fantastic environmental 
community and Glacier area. I look forward to seeing you and please let us know if you can join us. 

Steve and Faith Wassersug ce(~~i.i.i.~~T~~~~~i.i.Jhome/office 406-862-6494 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 9/1/2009 9:06:09 PM 
Re: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

What years was he there? 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 09/01/2009 05:01 PM EDT 
To: Marygrace Galston 
Cc: Richard Windsor 

;-·-·-·?.~!:>J.~~!.~.B~_: __ B.~_g!~.r:'.~!.A~.~i0J.~y_a_t_9_r_s __ ~.!~_Lc_s __ ~~yj~-~----·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-; 
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I Deliberative I 
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i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Marygrace Galston/DC/USEPA/US 
Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/01/2009 03:36 PM 

Subject: Re: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

I have pasted for you below the flag from the WH (i dont know why my font is in red .. .i apologize for that!) 
Take a look and see what you think. 
*mg 

ASSOCIATIONS AND AFFILIATIONS: Flags 
BOISE CASCADE CORPORA T 10 N: f-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-Deiii)erative-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-f 

[~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~f[ii.~i.~f[~~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~J;hi~h-·i~-·· 
among the largest forest products companies in the world. As such, it has been the subject of ridicule by 
Environmental groups over time: 
{{The paper in the printer at your office or school might once have been part of a rare 500-year-old tree. 
So might the door into your house, or its shingles, or the boards that make up its bones. 
It doesn't have to be that way-- and a just-concluded activist campaign took a step toward a world where 
it isn't that way. A new environmental policy announced by the Boise Cascade Corporation, the result of a 
three-year effort by Rainforest Action Network (RAN) and its allies, offers significant safeguards for forests 
previously threatened by the company. 
This September, the timber giant announced that it would no longer log old growth forests in the United 
States and would take steps to ensure its suppliers protect endangered trees as well. The announcement 
makes Boise the first major timber company to commit to a complete phase-out of old-growth logging as 
well as the first to extend such a policy to the suppliers from which it buys wood. 
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Boise owns or manages 2.4 million acres of land, no small hunk of forest, but this win matters for other reasons as 
well. Old growth trees are essential to biodiversity, and most remaining ancient trees in America are on federal or 
state-owned land. When the RAN campaign began, Boise was the largest logger of public lands in the United 
States, and thus the gravest threat to these trees. 
"They were the worst of the worst," says Jennifer Krill, old growth campaign director for RAN. 
The Boise Reversal 
The company disputes this characterization of its past and tries to downplay the significance of recent policy 
changes. Spokesperson Ralph Poore says that "Boise has a longstanding record of accomplishment in 
environmental stewardship," and that "this new environmental statement represents the latest incremental 
improvement in our environmental stewardship." 
The Dirty Dozen 
Boise might have been the worst of the U.S. timber companies, but it's far from the only threat to forest 
ecosystems. On September 3, RAN sent letters to the 12 forests products companies it has labeled the "Dirty 
Dozen," challenging them to follow Boise's lead. 
Boise's Counter-Campaign 
RAN's optimism has been hard-won. 
By 2000, RAN felt that it had received enough commitments from the domestic wood products industry (over 400 
companies pledged to go "old growth free") to turn its attention to wholesale operators. A series of meetings with 
Boise proved fruitless, though, and the group and its allies launched a full-scale public campaign demanding the 
company disavow old-growth logging. 
Not only did Boise initially reject RAN's demands, it launched a sophisticated counter-campaign to weaken or 
destroy the group. 
The company and its allies in the so-called "Wise Use" movement tarred RAN with the "terrorist" brush, smearing 
the activist group on Capitol Hill and in the media. 
Boise also went after RAN's financial base, writing letters to all of RAN's major funders, urging them to cut off 
support. 
Far-right, anti-ecology kindred spirits followed suit. Wise use organizations such as Ron Arnold's Center for Defense 
of Free Enterprise and Frontiers of Freedom, a group run by former Wyoming Senator Malcolm Wallop, petitioned 
the Internal Revenue Service to withdraw RAN's non-profit status. The IRS eventually declined to revoke the 
group's non-profit tax status. 
Boise's aggressive strategy may have backfired. "If anything, I think we got more funding as a result [of Boise's 
letter-writing campaign]," says Krill. Activists saw the backlash as a "validation that our efforts were being 
successful," says Brune." 
[{{From Worst to First: Under Pressure, Boise Cascade Agrees to Stop Logging Old-Growth Forests" Multinational 
Monitor, Nov. 2003] 
Also, according to a release by the EPA in 2002, Boise Cascade and the U.S. Dept. of Justice reached a settlement 
requiring the company to pay penalties for inadequate improvements to reduce emissions as their production 
plants, and require them to make those improvments: 
{{WASHINGTON, D.C.-- The U.S. Justice Department and the Environmental Protection Agency today announced a 
comprehensive Clean Air Act (CAA) agreement with wood products industry giant Boise Cascade Corporation that 
will require reductions of up to 95 percent of the harmful emissions from the company's eight plywood and 
particle board plants. The plants are located in Oregon, Washington, Louisiana and Idaho. 

The United States claims that Boise Cascade has modified and expanded its panel board operations over the past 
two decades without installing the proper air pollution control equipment to reduce harmful emissions as required 
by the Prevention of Significant Deteriotaion (PSD) regulations under the new source review provisions of the 
federal CAA and state rules. PSD regulations apply in areas where air quality is good and are intended to keep the 
air in compliance with national air quality standards. 

This is the fifth case against a major wood products producer to be settled as part of EPA's wood products 
initiative, which started in the late 1980s and was the first industry-wide effort to enforce new source review 
under the CAA. The success of this initiative demonstrates EPA's determination to achieve nationwide compliance 
across industry sectors. EPA will continue to investigate CAA compliance at smaller facilities and to work with the 
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states to quickly resolve any uncovered violations ... 
A consent decree filed today requires Boise Cascade to install state-of-the-art air pollution control equipment at an 
estimated cost of $15 million over the next three years at its Medford and Elgin, Ore., operations, and the Florien 
and Oakdale plants in Louisiana. In addition, the company must select one of three pollution control options to 
reduce volatile organic compound emissions (VOCs) from its particle board facility in Island City, Ore. The company 
will also pay $4.35 million in civil penalties and has agreed to spend another $2.9 million in supplemental controls 
to reduce emissions at the Yakima and Kettle Falls, Wash., plants, and to control certain units at the Medford, Ore., 
plywood facility. The state of Louisiana joined in the settlement and will receive a $250,000 share in the penalties." 
[United States Environmental Protection Agency, 13 March 2002] 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US 
Marygrace Galston/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/01/2009 01:31 PM 

Subject: Re: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

I think we are fine. Go ahead do same for 6 and 7. Has the flag been resolved on 7? 

-----Original Message----
From: Marygrace Galston 
Sent: 09/01/2009 01:07 PM EDT 
To: Diane Thompson 
Subject: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

Diane- see below from Justina. Based on the discussion that you and I had, I sent along regions 2,3,8 and 9. Do 
you want me to do regions 6 and 7 just in case? 

Here are my notes on the potential ethics issues related to these people. Please keep in mind that this review 
does not entail any potential financial conflicts of interest (because we don't have their financial disclosure 
reports), nor any review of potential impartiality issues (because we haven't talked to the individuals, so have no 
knowledge of their personal relationships, etc.). What I am providing is my best guess based on the resumes 
alone. 
Justina 

Deliberative 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 9/1/2009 9:20:31 PM 
Re: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 09/01/2009 05:09 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

83-90; right out of law school. 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/01/2009 05:06 PM 

Subject: Re: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

What years was he there? 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 09/01/2009 05:01 PM EDT 
To: Marygrace Galston 
Cc: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

1:::::::::::::::::::::::::~~:(~:~:~~~!~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::] 
****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 
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From: 
To: 
Date: 

Marygrace Galston/DC/USEPA/US 
Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/01/2009 03:36 PM 

Subject: Re: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

I have pasted for you below the flag from the WH (i dont know why my font is in red .. .i apologize for that!) Take a 
look and see what you think. 
*mg 

ASSOCIATIONS AND AFFILIATIONS: Flags 
BOISE CASCADE CORPORA T 10 N: r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-oe.li"b·e·rative·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~ 

L~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~~!(~~!~~iiY.~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~r~hi·~·h·-i~·-~~-~~·g_t_h_~·-·-·" 
largest forest products companies in the world. As such, it has been the subject of ridicule by Environmental 
groups over time: 
{{The paper in the printer at your office or school might once have been part of a rare 500-year-old tree. So might 
the door into your house, or its shingles, or the boards that make up its bones. 
It doesn't have to be that way-- and a just-concluded activist campaign took a step toward a world where it isn't 
that way. A new environmental policy announced by the Boise Cascade Corporation, the result of a three-year 
effort by Rainforest Action Network (RAN) and its allies, offers significant safeguards for forests previously 
threatened by the company. 
This September, the timber giant announced that it would no longer log old growth forests in the United States 
and would take steps to ensure its suppliers protect endangered trees as well. The announcement makes Boise the 
first major timber company to commit to a complete phase-out of old-growth logging as well as the first to extend 
such a policy to the suppliers from which it buys wood. 
Boise owns or manages 2.4 million acres of land, no small hunk of forest, but this win matters for other reasons as 
well. Old growth trees are essential to biodiversity, and most remaining ancient trees in America are on federal or 
state-owned land. When the RAN campaign began, Boise was the largest logger of public lands in the United 
States, and thus the gravest threat to these trees. 
"They were the worst of the worst," says Jennifer Krill, old growth campaign director for RAN. 
The Boise Reversal 
The company disputes this characterization of its past and tries to downplay the significance of recent policy 
changes. Spokesperson Ralph Poore says that "Boise has a longstanding record of accomplishment in 
environmental stewardship," and that "this new environmental statement represents the latest incremental 
improvement in our environmental stewardship." 
The Dirty Dozen 
Boise might have been the worst of the U.S. timber companies, but it's far from the only threat to forest 
ecosystems. On September 3, RAN sent letters to the 12 forests products companies it has labeled the "Dirty 
Dozen," challenging them to follow Boise's lead. 
Boise's Counter-Campaign 
RAN's optimism has been hard-won. 
By 2000, RAN felt that it had received enough commitments from the domestic wood products industry (over 400 
companies pledged to go "old growth free") to turn its attention to wholesale operators. A series of meetings with 
Boise proved fruitless, though, and the group and its allies launched a full-scale public campaign demanding the 
company disavow old-growth logging. 
Not only did Boise initially reject RAN's demands, it launched a sophisticated counter-campaign to weaken or 
destroy the group. 
The company and its allies in the so-called "Wise Use" movement tarred RAN with the "terrorist" brush, smearing 
the activist group on Capitol Hill and in the media. 
Boise also went after RAN's financial base, writing letters to all of RAN's major funders, urging them to cut off 
support. 
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Far-right, anti-ecology kindred spirits followed suit. Wise use organizations such as Ron Arnold's Center for Defense 
of Free Enterprise and Frontiers of Freedom, a group run by former Wyoming Senator Malcolm Wallop, petitioned 
the Internal Revenue Service to withdraw RAN's non-profit status. The IRS eventually declined to revoke the 
group's non-profit tax status. 
Boise's aggressive strategy may have backfired. "If anything, I think we got more funding as a result [of Boise's 
letter-writing campaign]," says Krill. Activists saw the backlash as a "validation that our efforts were being 
successful," says Brune." 
[{{From Worst to First: Under Pressure, Boise Cascade Agrees to Stop Logging Old-Growth Forests" Multinational 
Monitor, Nov. 2003] 
Also, according to a release by the EPA in 2002, Boise Cascade and the U.S. Dept. of Justice reached a settlement 
requiring the company to pay penalties for inadequate improvements to reduce emissions as their production 
plants, and require them to make those improvments: 
{{WASHINGTON, D.C.-- The U.S. Justice Department and the Environmental Protection Agency today announced a 
comprehensive Clean Air Act (CAA) agreement with wood products industry giant Boise Cascade Corporation that 
will require reductions of up to 95 percent of the harmful emissions from the company's eight plywood and 
particle board plants. The plants are located in Oregon, Washington, Louisiana and Idaho. 

The United States claims that Boise Cascade has modified and expanded its panel board operations over the past 
two decades without installing the proper air pollution control equipment to reduce harmful emissions as required 
by the Prevention of Significant Deteriotaion (PSD) regulations under the new source review provisions of the 
federal CAA and state rules. PSD regulations apply in areas where air quality is good and are intended to keep the 
air in compliance with national air quality standards. 

This is the fifth case against a major wood products producer to be settled as part of EPA's wood products 
initiative, which started in the late 1980s and was the first industry-wide effort to enforce new source review 
under the CAA. The success of this initiative demonstrates EPA's determination to achieve nationwide compliance 
across industry sectors. EPA will continue to investigate CAA compliance at smaller facilities and to work with the 
states to quickly resolve any uncovered violations ... 
A consent decree filed today requires Boise Cascade to install state-of-the-art air pollution control equipment at an 
estimated cost of $15 million over the next three years at its Medford and Elgin, Ore., operations, and the Florien 
and Oakdale plants in Louisiana. In addition, the company must select one of three pollution control options to 
reduce volatile organic compound emissions (VOCs) from its particle board facility in Island City, Ore. The company 
will also pay $4.35 million in civil penalties and has agreed to spend another $2.9 million in supplemental controls 
to reduce emissions at the Yakima and Kettle Falls, Wash., plants, and to control certain units at the Medford, Ore., 
plywood facility. The state of Louisiana joined in the settlement and will receive a $250,000 share in the penalties." 
[United States Environmental Protection Agency, 13 March 2002] 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US 
Marygrace Galston/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/01/2009 01:31 PM 

Subject: Re: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

I think we are fine. Go ahead do same for 6 and 7. Has the flag been resolved on 7? 

-----Original Message----
From: Marygrace Galston 
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Sent: 09/01/2009 01:07 PM EDT 
To: Diane Thompson 
Subject: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

Diane- see below from Justina. Based on the discussion that you and I had, I sent along regions 2,3,8 and 9. Do 
you want me to do regions 6 and 7 just in case? 

Here are my notes on the potential ethics issues related to these people. Please keep in mind that this review 
does not entail any potential financial conflicts of interest (because we don't have their financial disclosure 
reports), nor any review of potential impartiality issues (because we haven't talked to the individuals, so have no 
knowledge of their personal relationships, etc.). What I am providing is my best guess based on the resumes 
alone. 
Justina 

Deliberative 

4 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

"Diane Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/2/2009 3:03:17 AM 
Fw: Fw: Letter for Administrator Lisa Jackson 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 09/01/2009 10:57 PM EDT 
To: windsor.richard@epa.gov 
Cc: ganesan.arvin@epa.gov 
Subject: Re: Fw: Letter for Administrator Lisa Jackson 

Deliberat 

From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Date: 

Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US 
Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
David Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/01/2009 03:50 PM 

Subject: Fw: Letter for Administrator Lisa Jackson 

• IVe 

I just got an email from Senator Voinovich's staff, that included the letter below. l:~:~:~:~:~:~:~~i~~~r~!~~e~:~:~:~:~:~:~:i 

[:::::::::::::::::::::~:~:~:~:~~:~~:!:~:~~::::::::::::::::::::::1 
Administrator Lisa Jackson 
USEP A Ariel Rios Building 
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue N.W. 
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Washington, DC 20004 

Dear Administrator Jackson, 

I was disappointed by your August 6, 2009, response to the request that Senator lnhofe and I 
made for a comprehensive economic and environmental impact analysis of the American Clean 
Energy and Security (ACES) Act of 2009. This is the second time the Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) has denied the Senate information related to EPA's modeling of ACES. Without 
this information, the Senate and our constituents will not have a complete picture of ACES including 
its effect on the nation's energy infrastructure, consumers, small businesses, jobs, and 
the economy. 

In your letter, you wrote that the Energy Information Administration's (EIA) recent economic 
analysis of ACES addresses all of the issues raised in our request, thereby making EPA's 
additional analysis unnecessary. Unfortunately, this is not the case. While I found EIA's analysis 
of ACES to be informative, EIA's modeling is lacking in a number of respects. For example, 
EIA's model only provides information through the year 2030, while EPA's model extends out 
to 2050. Because the effects of the legislation will compound over time, data for the 2030 to 
2050 years are critical to having a complete understanding of how the bill will impact the 
economy. EPA can also provide us with information related to the impact ACES might have on 
global C02 concentrations, including information on what might happen if other countries do not 
participate in emissions reductions schemes or conform to equitable, and consistent international 
commitments. EIA does not evaluate this type of data in its model, leaving EPA as the only 
government source that can provide information on whether the bill will have any impact on 
climate change. 

We are interested in getting EPA's complete analysis before the debate over climate change 
legislation occurs in the Senate. Considering the sheer magnitude of this legislation, which will 
touch every part of the American economy, Senators should have thorough analyses from both 
EPA and EIA to facilitate a full, open, and transparent debate on cap-and-trade. Moreover, 
ACES has been placed on the Senate calendar, and major portions of the bill will likely be part 
of Senate climate change legislation. And, as the House vote on the bill attests, ACES is the 
House position on cap-and-trade legislation. If the need arises for a conference committee, 
Senators must have a complete understanding of the House position and its effect on jobs and the 
economy. 

In its initial analysis, EPA concluded that ACES will cost Americans a mere "postage stamp a 
day"- an assertion that rests on assumptions that are widely recognized to defy political, 
practical, and technological realities. Such assertions call into question EPA's ability to produce 
analysis that is objective and reliable. You seemed to hint as much in your response letter, in 
which you referred us to EIA's analysis, because, as you wrote, "EIA operates independently of 
any political appointees and is recognized widely as an independent, rigorous economic 
modeling resource." 

While I understand that passing an economy-wide, cap-and-trade program for greenhouse gasses 
is a major priority for the Obama Administration, that priority should not compromise EPA's 
ability to provide the U.S. Senate with a straightforward, comprehensive analysis of ACES. As 
the Senate considers this legislation or some variant of it, policymakers need analysis that covers 
the full range of effects from the bill-which includes using real-world assumptions about 
energy demand, energy supply, energy efficiency, and other issues critical to the bill's 
implementation and costs to economy. I understand that some speculation will occur and 
difficult assumptions will be made in predicting the impact of the bill, but every effort should be 
made to make it as objective as possible. 
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The seriousness of this issue demands a comprehensive, transparent analysis of the policy 
proposal now before us. I look forward to talking with you about this matter in the near future. 
George Voinovich 
United States Senator 

ARVIN R. GANESAN 
Deputy Associate Administrator 
Congressional Affairs 
Office of the Administrator 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Ganesan.Arvin@epa.gov 
(p) 202.564.5200 
(f) 202.501.1519 
-----Forwarded by Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US on 09/01/2009 03:44PM-----

From: 
To: 
Date: 

"Johnston, Todd (Voinovich)" <Todd_Johnston@voinovich.senate.gov> 
Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/01/2009 03:21 PM 

Subject: Letter for Administrator Lisa Jackson 

Arvin 

Attached is a letter for Administrator Jackson concerning EPA's modeling. 

Bet your missing Aug recess. 

Todd 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/2/2009 11 :11 :45 AM 
Re: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

[_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_---~~-~i-~-~~~E~~---_-_-_-_-_-_-_] 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 09/01/2009 08:55 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 

··-·-.?.~_bj~_c~:._R._~: __ ~~~l.~~~J._t~9.~Ln..i?.!.~'!~~~s __ ~!.~!<:s __ B~_v._i_~~----·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
i i 

I Deliberative I 
i i 
i i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 09/01/2009 05:20 PM EDT 
To: Diane Thompson 
Subject: Re: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

i Deliberative i 
i i 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 09/01/2009 05:09 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

83-90; right out of law school. 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/01/2009 05:06 PM 

Subject: Re: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

What years was he there? 
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-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 09/01/2009 05:01 PM EDT 
To: Marygrace Galston 
Cc: Richard Windsor 

··-·-·-S.!JP.J~.!;;t.:_.R~~.J~§giqo.~.LMm!oJ~:tr.ft~PJ?._~:th.i.!;?.J3.~Y.h~w..._. __________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ _ 
; 
; 

I Deliberative 
; 
; 
; 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Marygrace Galston/DC/USEPA/US 
Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/01/2009 03:36 PM 

Subject: Re: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

I have pasted for you below the flag from the WH (i dont know why my font is in red .. .i apologize for that!) Take a 
look and see what you think. 
*mg 

ASSOCIATIONS AND AFFILIATIONS: Flags 

[~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~}~~~ifli~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~=~!~~=~!~~~~~~~~~~i··;.~·ii~--~-~--~~~~~i··~-~~-·~.-~.J 
largest forest products companies in the world. As such, it has been the subject of ridicule by Environmental 
groups over time: 
{{The paper in the printer at your office or school might once have been part of a rare 500-year-old tree. So might 
the door into your house, or its shingles, or the boards that make up its bones. 
It doesn't have to be that way-- and a just-concluded activist campaign took a step toward a world where it isn't 
that way. A new environmental policy announced by the Boise Cascade Corporation, the result of a three-year 
effort by Rainforest Action Network (RAN) and its allies, offers significant safeguards for forests previously 
threatened by the company. 
This September, the timber giant announced that it would no longer log old growth forests in the United States 
and would take steps to ensure its suppliers protect endangered trees as well. The announcement makes Boise the 
first major timber company to commit to a complete phase-out of old-growth logging as well as the first to extend 
such a policy to the suppliers from which it buys wood. 
Boise owns or manages 2.4 million acres of land, no small hunk of forest, but this win matters for other reasons as 
well. Old growth trees are essential to biodiversity, and most remaining ancient trees in America are on federal or 
state-owned land. When the RAN campaign began, Boise was the largest logger of public lands in the United 
States, and thus the gravest threat to these trees. 
"They were the worst of the worst," says Jennifer Krill, old growth campaign director for RAN. 
The Boise Reversal 
The company disputes this characterization of its past and tries to downplay the significance of recent policy 
changes. Spokesperson Ralph Poore says that "Boise has a longstanding record of accomplishment in 
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environmental stewardship," and that "this new environmental statement represents the latest incremental 
improvement in our environmental stewardship." 
The Dirty Dozen 
Boise might have been the worst of the U.S. timber companies, but it's far from the only threat to forest 
ecosystems. On September 3, RAN sent letters to the 12 forests products companies it has labeled the "Dirty 
Dozen," challenging them to follow Boise's lead. 
Boise's Counter-Campaign 
RAN's optimism has been hard-won. 
By 2000, RAN felt that it had received enough commitments from the domestic wood products industry (over 400 
companies pledged to go "old growth free") to turn its attention to wholesale operators. A series of meetings with 
Boise proved fruitless, though, and the group and its allies launched a full-scale public campaign demanding the 
company disavow old-growth logging. 
Not only did Boise initially reject RAN's demands, it launched a sophisticated counter-campaign to weaken or 
destroy the group. 
The company and its allies in the so-called "Wise Use" movement tarred RAN with the "terrorist" brush, smearing 
the activist group on Capitol Hill and in the media. 
Boise also went after RAN's financial base, writing letters to all of RAN's major funders, urging them to cut off 
support. 
Far-right, anti-ecology kindred spirits followed suit. Wise use organizations such as Ron Arnold's Center for Defense 
of Free Enterprise and Frontiers of Freedom, a group run by former Wyoming Senator Malcolm Wallop, petitioned 
the Internal Revenue Service to withdraw RAN's non-profit status. The IRS eventually declined to revoke the 
group's non-profit tax status. 
Boise's aggressive strategy may have backfired. "If anything, I think we got more funding as a result [of Boise's 
letter-writing campaign]," says Krill. Activists saw the backlash as a "validation that our efforts were being 
successful," says Brune." 
[{{From Worst to First: Under Pressure, Boise Cascade Agrees to Stop Logging Old-Growth Forests" Multinational 
Monitor, Nov. 2003] 
Also, according to a release by the EPA in 2002, Boise Cascade and the U.S. Dept. of Justice reached a settlement 
requiring the company to pay penalties for inadequate improvements to reduce emissions as their production 
plants, and require them to make those improvments: 
{{WASHINGTON, D.C.-- The U.S. Justice Department and the Environmental Protection Agency today announced a 
comprehensive Clean Air Act (CAA) agreement with wood products industry giant Boise Cascade Corporation that 
will require reductions of up to 95 percent of the harmful emissions from the company's eight plywood and 
particle board plants. The plants are located in Oregon, Washington, Louisiana and Idaho. 

The United States claims that Boise Cascade has modified and expanded its panel board operations over the past 
two decades without installing the proper air pollution control equipment to reduce harmful emissions as required 
by the Prevention of Significant Deteriotaion (PSD) regulations under the new source review provisions of the 
federal CAA and state rules. PSD regulations apply in areas where air quality is good and are intended to keep the 
air in compliance with national air quality standards. 

This is the fifth case against a major wood products producer to be settled as part of EPA's wood products 
initiative, which started in the late 1980s and was the first industry-wide effort to enforce new source review 
under the CAA. The success of this initiative demonstrates EPA's determination to achieve nationwide compliance 
across industry sectors. EPA will continue to investigate CAA compliance at smaller facilities and to work with the 
states to quickly resolve any uncovered violations ... 
A consent decree filed today requires Boise Cascade to install state-of-the-art air pollution control equipment at an 
estimated cost of $15 million over the next three years at its Medford and Elgin, Ore., operations, and the Florien 
and Oakdale plants in Louisiana. In addition, the company must select one of three pollution control options to 
reduce volatile organic compound emissions (VOCs) from its particle board facility in Island City, Ore. The company 
will also pay $4.35 million in civil penalties and has agreed to spend another $2.9 million in supplemental controls 
to reduce emissions at the Yakima and Kettle Falls, Wash., plants, and to control certain units at the Medford, Ore., 
plywood facility. The state of Louisiana joined in the settlement and will receive a $250,000 share in the penalties." 
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[United States Environmental Protection Agency, 13 March 2002] 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US 
Marygrace Galston/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/01/2009 01:31 PM 

Subject: Re: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

I think we are fine. Go ahead do same for 6 and 7. Has the flag been resolved on 7? 

-----Original Message----
From: Marygrace Galston 
Sent: 09/01/2009 01:07 PM EDT 
To: Diane Thompson 
Subject: Regional Administrators Ethics Review 

Diane- see below from Justina. Based on the discussion that you and I had, I sent along regions 2,3,8 and 9. Do 
you want me to do regions 6 and 7 just in case? 

Here are my notes on the potential ethics issues related to these people. Please keep in mind that this review 
does not entail any potential financial conflicts of interest (because we don't have their financial disclosure 
reports), nor any review of potential impartiality issues (because we haven't talked to the individuals, so have no 
knowledge of their personal relationships, etc.). What I am providing is my best guess based on the resumes 
alone. 
Justina 

Deliberative 
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To: CN=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Lisa Jackson" 
[windsor.richard@epa.gov]; Lisa Jackson" [windsor.richard@epa.gov] 
Cc: CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"AIIyn Brooks-Lasure" [Brooks
lasure.allyn@epa.gov]; N=David Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"AIIyn Brooks-Lasure" [Brooks
lasure.allyn@epa.gov]; N=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"AIIyn Brooks
Lasure" [Brooks-lasure.allyn@epa.gov]; Allyn Brooks-Lasure" [Brooks-lasure.allyn@epa.gov]; 
N=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 9/2/2009 12:35:28 PM 
Subject: Re: Greenwire on PSD at OMB: EPA Draft Greenhouse Gas Rule Focuses on Large 
Emitters 

Congrats all, particularly Seth. Don't you love it when you are allowed to do your job and you are right? 

-----Original Message----
From: Seth Oster 
Sent: 09/02/2009 08:04AM EDT 
To: windsor.richard@epa.gov 
Cc: Diane Thompson; David Mcintosh; Lisa Heinzerling; "Allyn Brooks-LaSure" <brooks

lasure.allyn@epa.gov>; Bob Sussman; Gina McCarthy 
Subject: Fw: Greenwire on PSD at OMB: EPA Draft Greenhouse Gas Rule Focuses on Large Emitters 

See below. It's a good story. We knew it was coming and chose to let it go without comment-- a good 
decisio,n. 

-----Original Message----
From: John Millett 
Sent: 09/02/2009 06:35 AM EDT 
To: Gina McCarthy; Don Zinger; oster.seth@epa.gov 
Cc: David Cohen; Andrea Drinkard; "Alison Davis" <davis.alison@epa.gov> 
Subject: Greenwire on PSD at OMB: EPA Draft Greenhouse Gas Rule Focuses on Large Emitters 

EPA Draft Greenhouse Gas Rule Focuses on Large Emitters 

Proposed rule would shield small sources of the greenhouse gases contributing to climate change By 
Robin Bravender 

The EPA has drafted new rules aimed at large emitters of greenhouse gases, and sparing small sources. 

U.S. EPA has sent a draft rule to the White House that could limit regulations on greenhouse gas 
emissions to cover only very large industrial sources. The agency yesterday submitted a rule to the White 
House Office of Management and Budget that experts say will likely limit strict permitting requirements 
to industrial sources of more than 25,000 tons a year of carbon dioxide equivalent. The rule is aimed at 
shielding smaller sources of emissions from being subject to any new regulatory regime. The Clean Air Act 
now requires new and modified industrial sources to install "best available control technologies" when 
they emit 250 tons or more of a pollutant per year. Although the submission to OMB does not include 
details of the proposed rule, experts say the threshold is likely to be set at 25,000 tons because that's the 
stated limit in both EPA's proposed greenhouse gas reporting rule and the climate legislation passed by 
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the House in June. The draft "Prevention of Significant Deterioration/Title V Greenhouse Gas Tailoring Rule" is seen 
as a critical regulation that would work in conjunction with several other climate-change rules expected from EPA. 
EPA and the Transportation Department last week sent draft rules to the White House for review that would boost 
automobile and light truck efficiency standards for model years 2012 to 2016, and impose first-ever federal 
tailpipe standards for greenhouse gases. Those rules hinge on the finalization of EPA's proposed "endangerment 
finding," which would establish greenhouse gases as pollutants under the Clean Air Act. Once it begins to regulate 
greenhouse gases from cars and trucks, EPA will be legally required to regulate all new or modified facilities that 
emit more than 250 tons per year of carbon dioxide. By moving that threshold to 25,000 tons per year, the 
permitting rule would cover roughly 13,000 facilities from all sectors of the economy that account for 85 to 90 
percent of U.S. emissions, the agency said. "What they're trying to do is protect the innocent bystanders from 
being impacted by the finalization of the car rule," said Roger Martella, who was EPA general counsel under 
President George W. Bush. David Bookbinder, chief climate counsel at the Sierra Club, said the rule would also 
deflect claims from Republican lawmakers and industry groups that the Obama administration is seeking to 
regulate small emission sources such as doughnut shops, schools and nursing homes. "Putting this rule in place 
deflates a lot of the political rhetoric about regulating C02," he said. The Obama EPA is moving forward on 
greenhouse gas regulations despite the administration's stated preference for legislation over agency regulations. 
Sens. Barbara Boxer (D-Calif.) and John Kerry (D-Mass.) --the lead authors of the Senate climate bill-- announced 
yesterday that they would delay plans to introduce climate legislation until later this month. Bookbinder predicted 
EPA's proposed endangerment finding will be finalized soon, followed by the threshold rule and finally the tailpipe 
standards, which are expected to be finalized by March 2010. "You can't go final with the car rule until you have a 
final endangerment finding and you don't want to go final with the car rule until you have [the threshold rule] in 
place," he said. Bookbinder said environmentalists are comfortable with the 25,000 ton threshold, but Martella 
and others have expressed concerns that EPA may face questions about its legal authority to raise the threshold 
from the 250 tons stipulated in the Clean Air Act. 
John Millett 
EPA Office of Air and Radiation Communications 
Desk:202/564-2903 

Ce II: [~~~~~~~~~C~!.i~~~y-J 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/2/2009 4:03:19 PM 
Re: CFO et al and other things 

1- please call BB 
2- cool 
3- excellent 

4- prefer thurs b/c I believe some will purposely try to delay a friday announcement to after 5 pm and I 
hate those 
5- Not to micromanage but why not have the available AAs come by and intra themselves for 5 minutes 
in my office? It shows Jo-E lien the respect that position commands. And then they go and we have our 

MTM mtg. 

-----Original Message----

From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 09/02/2009 11:59 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: CFO et al and other things 

1. Do u want to call BB or should I? 

2r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·o-eTfileriiiive-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 
1-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 

3.: Deliberative : 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

4. Date for release of MTM -- Thur or Fri of next week. Do you care, assuming Friday would be in the 

AM? This will be press release. 

5. I am going to cancel the meet and greet for Jo Ellen with the AA's and just make it a MTM mtg. Very 
complicated to try to do both, and the AA's won't care. Thought I would call JE and give her a heads up. 
OK? 

Hope your day is going well. 
DT 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 
-----Forwarded by Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US on 09/02/2009 11:53 AM-----

From: Marygrace Galston/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/02/2009 11:36 AM 
Subject: CFO 

Barbara could be announced intent to nominate as early as tomorrow ... but for sure by early next week. I 
have to call her to verify some information, but would one of you like to reach out to her first to let or 
know? or have me do it? 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Grt. Thx. 

CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/2/2009 6:38:47 PM 
Re: CFO et al and other things 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 09/02/2009 02:25 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: CFO et al and other things 

1. BB is thrilled 
4. We will do MTM on Sept 10 
5. Have confirmed AA's/Seth/ David for 15 minutes, with balance of hour saved for smaller MTM 
discussions. Jo Ellen only bringing Rock Salt. (I don't think of it as micro-managing--and appreciate the 
input.) 

New items: 

I am trying to schedule time for you to meet on Friday with our only candidate for OEI. This is the resume 
from the WH. It would be an unusual choice, but Scott and I both liked him and he is seeing Craig to get a 
better sense of what OEI presently is all about. 

:::;~;~;~·::;~:~~;hi led for help with call fromr~;;;~~~·~;~~~;~Who called her. She felt she needed to return the call. 
'-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-' 

suggested she could confirm she talked with us, as we have always told candidates they were not the one 
and only, but should be as light on the details as possible and assume that whatever she said could well go 
to others. 

Nothing pressing here. Safe travels. 
DT 
****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/02/2009 12:03 PM 

Subject: Re: CFO et al and other things 

1- please call BB 
2- cool 
3- excellent 
4- prefer thurs b/c I believe some will purposely try to delay a friday announcement to after 5 pm and I 
hate those 
5- Not to micromanage but why not have the available AAs come by and intra themselves for 5 minutes 
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in my office? It shows Jo-E lien the respect that position commands. And then they go and we have our MTM mtg. 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 09/02/2009 11:59 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: CFO et al and other things 

1. Do u want to call BB or should I? 

3. ~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-o·-·-e·-·-~·.;·b-·-e·-·-r·-a·-·-t·-.;-v·-·e-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

!-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

4. Date for release of MTM -- Thur or Fri of next week. Do you care, assuming Friday would be in the AM? This 
will be press release. 

5. I am going to cancel the meet and greet for Jo Ellen with the AA's and just make it a MTM mtg. Very 
complicated to try to do both, and the AA's won't care. Thought I would call JE and give her a heads up. OK? 

Hope your day is going well. 
DT 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 
-----Forwarded by Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US on 09/02/2009 11:53 AM-----

From: Marygrace Galston/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/02/2009 11:36 AM 
Subject: CFO 

Barbara could be announced intent to nominate as early as tomorrow ... but for sure by early next week. I have to 
call her to verify some information, but would one of you like to reach out to her first to let or know? or have me 
do it? 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 9/3/2009 12:40:33 PM 
Re: "Rulemaking Gateway" heads up 

V cool. Hope we're planning to publicize. Lj 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/03/2009 08:39AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: "Rulemaking Gateway" heads up 

Lisa, 

Here is something cool. ... 

OPEl is in the midst of making improvements to EPA's Laws & Regulations Web site 
(http:/ /www.epa.gov/lawsregs/). The site acts as a portal to EPA's regulatory information. It now 
receives over 300,000 visitors per month. In response to feedback from these users and your call for 
more transparency in EPA's operations, we are preparing to add a "Rulemaking Gateway" feature that will 
make it simpler for the public to learn about and participate in rulemakings. 

The vast majority of the Gateway's information is already on-line, but it is often difficult for the general 
public to find. The Gateway will be a one-stop shop allowing users to link more easily to the detailed 
information hosted on program office Web pages and Regulations.gov. Our focus is on individuals who 
don't fully understand the regulatory process and need a quick way to discover how our rulemakings 
affect them. OPEl is collaborating with a cross-Agency workgroup to define the Gateway's data and site 
design. Key elements of the site's features will include: 

Early information - Early and frequent updates that begin when a rule is initiated. Time-sensitive data will 
be updated daily and more static information will be updated on a monthly basis. (Now, EPA notifies the 
public when a rule is initiated and then provides updates every 6 months via the Regulatory Agenda.) 
How Can I Participate?- A feature box that highlights opportunities for public engagement, such as public 
meetings, fact sheets, and comment periods (with links to applicable comment forms on Regulations.gov). 
Sort by Effects- A page that allows various stakeholder groups (e.g., environmental justice communities, 
state governments) to access a list of those rulemakings expected to affect them. 

I think the Rulemaking Gateway will improve the transparency of work going on at EPA. As an avid user of 
Regulation.gov as a law professor (a little pathetic, I know, but true), I can personally attest to the 
challenges of navigating currently available web resources to find out what's happening with respect to a 
particular regulation or set of regulations. I can't say the Rulemaking Gateway will completely solve this 
problem, but I believe it will help a lot. 

Please let me know if you have any questions or concerns about this. 

Best, 
Lisa 

1 

EPA-00 13430002771-0001 



To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Yeesh 

CN=Betsaida Alcantara/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 9/3/2009 8:12:35 PM 
Re: Van Jones Fox story 

-----Original Message----
From: Betsaida Alcantara 
Sent: 09/03/2009 03:15 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Van Jones Fox story 

this posted on the huff post: 

Huffington Post: Fox News Shocked Van Jones Called Republicans "Assholes" --In February 

Oooh, boy! I know what Glenn Beck is going to be talking about on his Fox News Comedy Cavalcade 
today! The Hill reports that a video of White House green jobs adviser Van Jones is rocketing around the 
internet today, in which Jones, appearing at a lecture at the Berkeley Energy and Resources Collaborative, 
refers to Republicans-- and himself-- as "assholes." 

The incident occurred last February, before Jones joined the administration and at a time when the battle 
to get the stimulus package passed was ongoing. A questioner asked Jones why it was that the 
Republicans were so successful at getting measures passed in the Senate without supermajorities, while 
the Democrats were hamstrung with 58 votes of their own. Jones short answer: "Well. .. they're assholes." 
The larger point being: sometimes it takes an asshole to get things done. 

QUESTIONER: When [President George W. Bush] was in office, [Republicans] had a majority; it wasn't 60, 
it wasn't more than 60, but they pushed through all of these bills," the questioner began. "But when we 
have, you know, 58, we seem to not be able to move things as progressively as many of us here would 
want, as Obama wants. I know that he has a strong interest in bipartisanship, but when no Republicans 
are voting with him, ... how were they Republicans able to push things through when they had less than 
60 senators, but somehow we cant? 

JONES: Well the answer to that is, they're assholes. 

QUESTIONER: I was afraid that was the answer. 

JONES: As a technical, political kind of term. And Barack Obama is not an asshole. Now, I will say this: I can 
be an asshole, and some of us who are not Barack Hussein Obama, are going to have to start getting a 
little bit uppity. 

Fox News is already totally LOLcatting this! This makes sense. It has everything that Fox could possibly 
want: Van Jones! Intemperate remarks! Someone besides Dick Cheney swearing! Berkeley! A black person 
using the word "uppity!" The word "collaborative!" 
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To: "Skip Bronson" [rdb@bronsoncos.com] 
Bee: "Katharine Gage" [Gage.Katharine@epamail.epa.gov]; Seth Oster" 
[oster.seth@epa.gov]; Aaron Dickerson" [dickerson.aaron@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Thur 9/3/2009 11 :23:39 PM 
Subject: CA Trip info for Edie 

Hi Skip, 

I forgot to get Edie's e-mail address when I spoke to her earlier. So would you mind being the world's 
highest paid messenger for me one more time?:) 

Please let Edie know that my scheduler is working with her offic and is holding the evening of Wednesday, 
Sept 30 for an NRDC meet and greet BBQ. And Kenny and I will look forward to dinner with you and Edie 
on Sat, the 3rd. Thanks! 

Lisa 
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To: CN=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Fri 9/4/2009 10:43:33 AM 
Subject: Re: Air Issues Rollout-- PSD, Autos and Ozone 

The strategy is great. Thanks so much for your hard work on this! 

Tx, Lj 

-----Original Message----
From: Seth Oster 
Sent: 09/03/2009 06:26 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 

Deliberative 

Cc: Gina McCarthy; Lisa Heinzerling; Diane Thompson; David Mcintosh; Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Subject: Air Issues Rollout-- PSD, Autos and Ozone 

Hi Administrator. 

We need to make a few key decisions on the path forward on communicating the proposed PSD and 
Autos rules--which, if dates hold, would be the week after next. Gina, Lisa, David, Diane and I and others 
have been meeting and talking regularly about the strategy below, which you and I have also discussed in 
several conversations. 

The purpose here is to provide you with (1) the summary plan, (2) an op-ed for your review and (3) to 
identify the challenges/tasks next week in getting going. 

The op-ed is attached below and following is a summary of the objectives and strategy. 
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Objectives 

Deliberative 
Strategy: 

Deliberative 
Challenges 

Deliberat 
[attachment "op.ed10.doc" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 

Seth Oster 
Associate Administrator 
Office of Public Affairs 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(202) 564-1918 
oster.seth @epa.gov 
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To: "Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov]; Allyn Brooks-Lasure" [Brooks-
lasure.allyn@epa.gov]; Diane Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov]; Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" 
[mccarthy.gina@epa.gov]; Lisa Heinzerling" [heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov]; Bob Sussman" 
[Sussman.bob@epa.gov] 
Cc: "Katharine Gage" [Gage.Katharine@epamail.epa.gov]; Robert Goulding" 
[goulding.robert@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Fri 9/4/2009 10:45:36 AM 
Subject: Fw: PSA Bipartisan Statement on Climate Change 

Fyi 

-----Original Message----
From: Aaron Dickerson 
Sent: 09/03/2009 04:45 PM EDT 
To: windsor.richard@epa.gov; David Mcintosh; Seth Oster; Diane Thompson 
Subject: Fw: PSA Bipartisan Statement on Climate Change 

FYI 

-----Forwarded by Aaron Dickerson/DC/USEPA/US on 09/03/2009 04:28PM-----

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Matthew Rojansky <psa@psaonline.org> 
Aaron Dickerson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/03/2009 04:20 PM 

Subject: PSA Bipartisan Statement on Climate Change 

Dear Ms. Jackson, 

I am writing to bring to your attention a high-level bipartisan statement on climate change and national 
security, signed by thirty-two top Democrats and Republicans, including nine former Senators, three 
former National Security Advisors, two former Secretaries of State, and a former Secretary of Defense. 
The full text and signatory list are copied below, and a PDF of the statement can be seen here: 

http:/ /www.psaonline.org/downloads/Ciimate.pdf 

The statement will appear in Politico as a full page advertisement on Tuesday, September 8. With the U.S. 
Senate currently considering a bill on climate change and the Copenhagen summit only three months 
away, we hope this statement can help generate consensus for a clear, comprehensive, realistic and 
broadly bipartisan plan to address our role in the climate change crisis. 

I have copied below an invitation to our formal launch event to be held on Capitol Hill, on Tuesday. Please 
join us if you can, and feel free to share this invitation with others who may be interested. If you have any 
questions or suggestions regarding this effort, I would be happy to hear from you. 
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Sincerely, 

Matt Rojansky 

Executive Director 
Partnership for a Secure America 
2000 P Street, NW, Suite 505 
Washington, DC 20036 
Phone: (202) 293-8580 
Fax: (202) 747-7732 
E-mail: rojansky@psaonline.org 

***EVENT INVITATION*** 
Climate Change, Energy and National Security 
We Must Work Together on an American Strategy 

Tuesday, September 8, 2009, 11:00 am- 12:00 pm 
Reserve Officers Association (One Constitution Avenue, NE, Washington, DC 20002) 
You are invited to join Partnership for a Secure America, the Reserve Officers Association and CNA for a discussion 
on the national security implications of climate change and America's energy use. This event will coincide with the 
release of PSA's bipartisan statement, signed by 32 prominent Republicans and Democrats, urging the 
development of a {{unified American strategy" that will allow the U.S. to respond to and mitigate the impact of 
climate change. 

Speakers: 

Sen. Joseph Lieberman (Invited) 
R. James Woolsey, Director of Central Intelligence 1993-95 
Frank Wisner, Undersecretary of State 1992-93, Amb. to India 1994-97 
Vice Admiral Dennis McGinn, USN (Ret.), CNA Military Advisory Board 

To RSVP 
E-mail prandato@psaonline.org 
Call 202-293-8580 

***FINAL STATEMENT AND SIGNATORIES*** 
For a PDF version of the statement as it will appear in Politico, click here: 
http:/ /www.psaonline.org/downloads/Ciimate.pdf 

Climate Change Threatens All Americans 
We Must Work Together on an American Strategy 

Climate change is a national security issue. The longer we wait to act, the harder it will be to mitigate and respond 
to its impacts. U.S. leadership alone will not guarantee global cooperation. But if we fail to take action now, we 
will have little hope of influencing other countries to reduce their own harmful contributions to climate change, or 
of forging a coordinated international response. 

We must also help less developed countries adapt to the realities and consequences of a drastically changed 
climate. Doing so now will help avoid humanitarian disasters and political instability in the future that could 
ultimately threaten the security of the U.S. and our allies. 

But most importantly, we must transcend the political issues that divide us- by party and by region- to devise a 
unified American strategy that can endure and succeed. 
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We, the undersigned Republicans and Democrats, believe Congress working closely with the Administration must 
develop a clear, comprehensive, realistic and broadly bipartisan plan to address our role in the climate change 
crisis. We must lead. 

Howard Baker, US Senator (R-TN) 1967-85 
Samuel Berger, National Security Advisor 1997-2001 
Warren Christopher, Secretary of State 1993-97 
John C. Danforth, US Senator (R-MO) 1977-95 
Kenneth M. Duberstein, White House Chief of Staff 1988-89 
Slade Gorton, US Senator (R-WA) 1981-87, 1989-2001 
Lee Hamilton, US Congressman (D-IN) 1965-99, Co-Chair, PSA Advisory Board 
Gary Hart, US Senator (D-CO) 1975-87 
Rita E. Hauser, Chair, International Peace Institute 
Carla Hills, US Trade Representative 1989-93 
Nancy Kassebaum-Baker US Senator (R-KS) 1978-97 
Thomas Kean, Governor (R-NJ) 1982-90, 9/11 Commission Chair 
Anthony Lake, National Security Advisor 1993-97 
Richard Leone, President, The Century Foundation 
Robert McFarlane, National Security Advisor 1983-85 
Vice Admiral Dennis McGinn, USN (Ret.), CNA Military Advisory Board 
Donald McHenry, US Ambassador to the UN 1979-81 
Sam Nunn, US Senator (D-GA) 1972-96 
William Perry, Secretary of Defense 1994-97 
Peter G. Peterson, Secretary of Commerce 1972-73 
Thomas Pickering, Under Secretary of State 1997-2000 
Joseph Prueher, US Ambassador to China 1999-2001, Commander, U.S. Pacific Command 1996-99 
Warren Rudman US Senator (R-NH) 1980-92 
George Shultz Secretary of State 1982-89 
Theodore Sorensen, White House Special Counsel1961-63 
Gen. Charles F. Wald, USAF (Ret.) Deputy Commander, US European Command 2002-06, CNA Military Advisory 
Board 
John Warner, US Senator (R-VA) 1979-2009 
John Whitehead, Deputy Secretary of State 1985-88 
Christine Todd Whitman, Governor (R-NJ) 1994-2001 
Timothy E. Wirth US Senator (D-CO) 1987-93 
Frank Wisner, Under Secretary of State 1992-93 
R. James Woolsey, Director of Central Intelligence 1993-95 

www.PSAonline.org 
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To: CN=Robert Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Katharine 
Gage/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Katharine Gage/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Fri 9/4/2009 4:38:42 PM 
Subject: Re: Scheduling request for Administrator Jackson and Senator Boxer 

Gina, Lisa and you are fine however there should be 1 spokesperson, Gina or you. L~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:!>~e}i~~~~i~~e~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:J 
!"·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 
! i 

I Deliberative I 
! i 
! i 

t-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

-----Original Message----
From: Robert Goulding 
Sent: 09/04/2009 12:14 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Diane Thompson; Katharine Gage 
Subject: Fw: Scheduling request for Administrator Jackson and Senator Boxer 

Administrator-

Dave sums it up succinctly below. Boxer's office requested a meeting for when you will be in NC; we 
began to explore other options, but now Boxer has insisted this take place on Tuesday (Carol Browner will 
be invited). Dave's recommendation is that Gina, Lisa H and he take the meeting so that EPA is properly 
represented. We'll execute whichever decision is made. 

Robert Goulding 
US EPA- Office of the Administrator 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, DC 20460 
(p) 202-564-0473- (f) 202-501-1450 

*Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 
-----Forwarded by Robert Goulding/DC/USEPA/US on 09/04/2009 12:11 PM-----

From: David Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Robert Goulding/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Katharine 
Gage/DC/US EPA/US@ EPA 
Date: 09/04/2009 12:09 PM 
Subject: Re: Fw: Scheduling request for Administrator Jackson and Senator Boxer 

Thanks Rob, 
I hate to bother the Administrator, but I think we need her guidance on this. Would you like to (or me) to 
frame it for her in this way: 

Chairman Boxer wants to meet with you and Carol Browner next Tuesday morning about EPA's GHG
related activity under the existing Clean Air Act, and how that relates to the legislative effort that she is 
about to launch. We told her that you are out of town that day, and we asked whether the meeting could 
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take place on a different day next week. She responded that the meeting must occur on Tuesday morning, and 
that she wants Gina, Lisa, and me there if you cannot be there. I think that if we push back, then she will just 
conduct the meeting with Carol alone. Under the circumstances, I recommend that you authorize Gina, Lisa, and 
me to meet with Chairman Boxer and Carol Browner in your absence. 

From: Robert Goulding/DC/USEPA/US 
To: David Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Katharine Gage/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane 
Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/04/2009 12:03 PM 
Subject: Fw: Scheduling request for Administrator Jackson and Senator Boxer 

Dave, 

See below. Prior to locking in a second option, Boxer's office is now requesting Gina, you and Lisa Heinzerling. 
Should we pursue the meeting the way they've now framed it? 

Robert Goulding 
US EPA- Office of the Administrator 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, DC 20460 
(p) 202-564-0473- (f) 202-501-1450 

*Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 
-----Forwarded by Robert Goulding/DC/USEPA/US on 09/04/2009 12:01 PM-----

From: "Ordal, Paul (EPW)" <Paui_Ordal@epw.senate.gov> 
To: 
Cc: 
Date: 

"Ordal, Paul (EPW)" <Paui_Ordal@epw.senate.gov>, Katharine Gage/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
"Boyer, Kelly (Boxer)" <Kelly_Boyer@boxer.senate.gov>, Robert Goulding/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/04/2009 11:59 AM 

Subject: RE: Scheduling request for Administrator Jackson and Senator Boxer 

Senator Boxer just told me that she wants to have this discussion on Tuesday morning. If the Administrator is out 
of town, the senator said that I should ask Gina McCarthy to attend in her place, along with David Mcintosh and 
Lisa Heinzerling. 

Thanks. 

From: Ordal, Paul (EPW) 
Sent: Friday, September 04, 2009 11:53 AM 
To: Gage.Katharine@epamail.epa.gov 
Cc: Boyer, Kelly (Boxer); 'Goulding.Robert@epamail.epa.gov' 
Subject: RE: Scheduling request for Administrator Jackson and Senator Boxer 

Katharine, 

Any updates on this? 
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Thanks. 

-Paul 

From: Boyer, Kelly (Boxer) [mailto:Kelly_Boyer@boxer.senate.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, September 03, 2009 11:07 AM 
To: Ordal, Paul (EPW); 'Goulding.Robert@epamail.epa.gov'; Gage.Katharine@epamail.epa.gov 
Subject: RE: Scheduling request for Administrator Jackson and Senator Boxer 

Senator Boxer can do Thursday, Sept. 10 at 10 or 10:30 Am or after 3:30 PM. 

Kelly Boyer 
Director of Scheduling/Executive Assistant to U.S. Senator Barbara Boxer 
112 Hart Senate Building 
Washington, DC 20510 
(202)-224-8106 
Want to stay connected to Senator Boxer? Click here! 
From: Ordal, Paul (EPW) [mailto:Paui_Ordal@epw.senate.gov] 
Sent: Thursday, September 03, 2009 11:05 AM 
To: 'Goulding.Robert@epamail.epa.gov' 
Cc: Boyer, Kelly (Boxer) 
Subject: Re: Scheduling request for Administrator Jackson and Senator Boxer 

I am copying Kelly Boyer, Senator Boxer's scheduler, to help coordinate a time that works next week. 

Thanks. 

From: Goulding.Robert@epamail.epa.gov <Goulding.Robert@epamail.epa.gov> 
To: Ordal, Paul (EPW) 
Sent: Wed Sep 02 18:12:02 2009 
Subject: Re: Scheduling request for Administrator Jackson and Senator Boxer 
Paul, 
I think Administrator Jackson is traveling for a press event that day. Do you have other options, or can I put your 
scheduler in touch with ours? 

From: "Ordal, Paul (EPW)" [Paui_Ordal@epw.senate.gov] 
Sent: 09/02/2009 05:40 PM AST 
To: Robert Goulding 
Subject: Scheduling request for Administrator Jackson and Senator Boxer 

Chairman Boxer asked me to schedule a meeting with Administrator Jackson next Tuesday, September 8 in Hart 
112 at 10:00am. The meeting is to discuss the Clean Air Act and Global Warming. 

We have also asked Carol Browner to attend. 

Will this work for Administrator Jackson? 

Thanks. 
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Paul M. Ordal 
U.S. Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works 
Senator Barbara Boxer, Chairman 
202-224-8832 
202-224-1273 FAX 
P Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 
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To: CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"David Mcintosh" 
[mcintosh.david@epa.gov]; David Mcintosh" [mcintosh.david@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Sat 9/5/2009 12:17:05 AM 
Subject: Re: Ghgs 

Deliberative 
-----Original Message----
From: Gina McCarthy 
Sent: 09/04/2009 03:26 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; "David Mcintosh" <Mclntosh.David@EPA.GOV> 
Subject: Ghgs 

I just gave David a heads up that signals are being sent thru Jody and Heather, that Carol is looking to get 
a CAA ghg strategy teed up to the President to be integrated into a speech he is giving to the UN later this 
month. Apparently everyone is sticking a fork in the idea that legislation will pass this year. Everyone is 
beginning to look for other ways the US can articulate clear commitments going into Copenhagen. My 
sense if that Carol considers this a good opt to get a high level commitment on a regulatory strategy. 

I can give you more details but both David and I believe that this is good news. 

OAR has been preparing a memo outlining CAA ghg options for you to consider for a few weeks now. I can 
send that to you, David, Lisa and Bob on Sunday in case you want to start thinking about this more. My 
hope is that it could form the basis for any discussions with or recommendations to Carol. I would also like 
to use this in staff-level discussions with Jody and Heather if and when you have decided we should move 
this strategy ahead. I am on my cell if you need me. 
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To: "David Mcintosh" [mcintosh.david@epa.gov]; Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" 
[mccarthy.gina@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Sat 9/5/2009 12:20:12 AM 
Subject: Fw: Ghgs 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

l Deliberative l 
i i 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 09/04/2009 08:17 PM EDT 
To: Gina McCarthy; "David Mcintosh" <mcintosh.david@epa.gov> 

____ ?_u_~j~_c_t~__f~~-: __ ~_h..g~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

Deliberative 
-----Original Message----
From: Gina McCarthy 
Sent: 09/04/2009 03:26 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; "David Mcintosh" <Mclntosh.David@EPA.GOV> 
Subject: Ghgs 

I just gave David a heads up that signals are being sent thru Jody and Heather, that Carol is looking to get 
a CAA ghg strategy teed up to the President to be integrated into a speech he is giving to the UN later this 
month. Apparently everyone is sticking a fork in the idea that legislation will pass this year. Everyone is 
beginning to look for other ways the US can articulate clear commitments going into Copenhagen. My 
sense if that Carol considers this a good opt to get a high level commitment on a regulatory strategy. 

I can give you more details but both David and I believe that this is good news. 

OAR has been preparing a memo outlining CAA ghg options for you to consider for a few weeks now. I can 
send that to you, David, Lisa and Bob on Sunday in case you want to start thinking about this more. My 
hope is that it could form the basis for any discussions with or recommendations to Carol. I would also like 
to use this in staff-level discussions with Jody and Heather if and when you have decided we should move 
this strategy ahead. I am on my cell if you need me. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Yes. Tx! 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 9/8/2009 1:04:11 PM 
Re: Johnson memo FR notice 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/08/2009 08:11AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Johnson memo FR notice 

Are you ok with the Federal Register notice on the Johnson memo, which I sent to you on Friday? 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 

CN=Adora Andy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 9/8/2009 1:08:12 PM 

Subject: Re: FYI: As Congress Returns, Climate Bill to Be Slowed by Health-Care Debate 

Wlcome back! How was it? 

-----Original Message----

From: Adora Andy 
Sent: 09/08/2009 08:55 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Seth Oster 
Subject: FYI: As Congress Returns, Climate Bill to Be Slowed by Health-Care Debate 

WWW.NASDAQ.COM 
As Congress Returns, Climate Bill To Be Slowed by Health-Care Debate 

By Siobhan Hughes, Of DOW JONES NEWSWIRES 
WASHINGTON -(Dow Jones)- A health-care debate threatens to keep energy and climate legislation on the 

back burner when the U.S. Congress returns from recess Tuesday and enters the final push of 2009. 
U.S. President Barack Obama is scheduled to plead his case on health care in a joint address to Congress 
this week, as U.S. Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid, D-Nev., delays action on climate and energy 
legislation. 
The Senate's top Democrat now says that climate legislation will be considered by the end of the year- a 
deadline that buys time to see whether Democrats will have the political strength to take up climate 
change after a bruising health- care fight. 
"The odds change day-to-day, and some days even hour-to-hour," said David Brown, an executive in the 

government affairs office of electric utility Exelon Corp. "If they can come up with a healthcare package 
that passes sooner rather than later, our chances are better." 
But if the health care debate drags on, the energy bill could get stalled by the 2010 congressional midterm 
elections, he added. 
The Democratic party is already fractured over climate legislation. Coal, oil, and manufacturing state 
lawmakers have warned about the costs for their regions. Sen. Byron Dorgan, D-N.D., has said that 
Congress should drop its plan to hand out allowances granting the right to pollute up to a limit, or cap. 
Democrats from the manufacturing-heavy Midwest have warned that climate legislation must include 
tariffs on countries that fail to regulate greenhouse-gas emissions. 
Many people believe Obama must become personally involved in order to smooth out opposition. A 
number of energy bill observers say that Obama has so far failed to engage on the issue in basic ways, 
giving opponents an opportunity to define a climate bill as a large tax on consumers. Others see signs the 
Obama administration is trying to signal that it is sensitive to lawmaker concerns. 
"The administration is motivated and they're doing what they have to do to try to look responsive to a lot 
of different stakeholder groups," said Kevin Book, an analyst at ClearView Energy Partners LLC. He puts 
the odds of passing legislation at 60%, making Book among the most optimistic of forecasters surveyed. 
Among the pieces of evidence is a proposal submitted by the Environmental Protection Agency for White 
House review last week that suggested the agency would try to limit the reach of greenhouse-gas 
regulations. The message is two- fold: that the EPA is moving forward on a plan to regulate emissions, 

even in the absence of congressional action, but that it hopes to make limited use of that power. 
"We have absolutely no intention of regulating every school, every church," EPA Administrator Lisa 
Jackson said in a radio interview last week. 
The widely watched deadline is for Senate action ahead of December's international climate-change talks 
in Copenhagen. The Copenhagen meeting is where countries will try to reach a pact on emission

reductions after 2012, when a current treaty expires. 
Jackson said she hopes the U.S. will head to the talks with "a strong platform that reflects both houses' 
opinion." 
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An easier solution might be to pass a scaled-back energy package- but that could be an affront to the U.S. House 
of Representatives. That's because House lawmakers cast tough votes earlier this year when the chamber narrowly 
passed an energy and climate bill. 
So far, Reid's rhetoric suggests he remains ambitious. "We must do energy legislation as a package," he said at a 
clean-energy summit in Las Vegas last month. He said that congressionally mandated energy-efficiency measures 
had been "minimal," and that the U.S. Congress needs to pass legislation that is comprehensive rather than 
"scattershot." 
Politics in Reid's home state could be an X factor. Christine Tezak, an analyst at Robert W. Baird & Co., last week 
lowered the odds for a climate law this year to 10%, down from 30%. But she said in a report that if energy-related 
stimulus funds begin flowing to Nevada, "Sen. Reid might benefit at home from moving climate legislation 
forward." 
-By Siobhan Hughes, Dow Jones Newswires; 202-862-6654; Siobhan.Hughes@ dowjones.com 

Adora Andy 
Press Secretary 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Office of Public Affairs 
202-564-2715 
andy.adora@epa.gov 
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To: "Diane Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov]; Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov]; 
Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" [mccarthy.gina@epa.gov]; Lisa Heinzerling" [heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov]; 
David Mcintosh" [mcintosh.david@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 9/8/2009 6:01:54 PM 
Subject: Spoke to Browner 

3 things 

Deliberative 
Running to mtgs. 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
"Diane Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 9/8/2009 8:05:00 PM 
Re: Spoke to Browner 

OK. But I think we need a bit of flexibility about Tiesday. Find out from Anita what news POTUS is hoping 
to make Tuesday. Depending on how big it is, we (or the WH) may prefer to have the op-ed run on 
Wednesday. And I'm not sure that would be a problem. ? 

-----Original Message----
From: Seth Oster 
Sent: 09/08/2009 03:58 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: "Lisa Heinzerling" <heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov>; "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>; 

"David Mcintosh" <mcintosh.david@epa.gov>; "Diane Thompson" <thompson.diane@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Spoke to Browner 

• Deliberat IVe 
I am supposed to talk with Anita Dunn, the WH Comms Director, at 4:30 pm about all this. 

Seth 

Seth Oster 
Associate Administrator 
Office of Public Affairs 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(202) 564-1918 
oster.seth @epa.gov 

From: Gina McCarthy/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: "Lisa Heinzerling" <heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov>, "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" 
<mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>, "David Mcintosh" <mcintosh.david@epa.gov>, "Seth Oster" 
<oster.seth@epa.gov>, "Diane Thompson" <thompson.diane@epa.gov> 
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Date: 09/08/2009 03:47 PM 
Subject: Re: Spoke to Browner 

Got it- all good news. Will talk before doing anything. 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Diane Thompson" <thompson.diane@epa.gov>, "Seth Oster" <oster.seth@epa.gov>, "Gina (Sheila) 
McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>, "Lisa Heinzerling" <heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov>, "David Mcintosh" 
<mcintosh.david@epa.gov> 
Date: 09/08/2009 02:01 PM 
Subject: Spoke to Browner 

3 things 

Deliberat • IVe 
Running to mtgs. 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
"Diane Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 9/8/2009 8:10:26 PM 
Re: Spoke to Browner 
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-----Original Message----
From: Seth Oster 
Sent: 09/08/2009 04:07 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: "Diane Thompson" <thompson.diane@epa.gov> 

·-·---~l:!.~)_~~~:--~-~.:.?.p_~~-=--t?_.~~?.~.~-~~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Deliberative 
Seth Oster 
Associate Administrator 
Office of Public Affairs 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(202) 564-1918 
oster.seth @epa.gov 

From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Date: 

Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
Seth Oster/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
"Diane Thompson" <thompson.diane@epa.gov> 
09/08/2009 04:05 PM 

Subject: Re: Spoke to Browner 

OK. But I think we need a bit of flexibility about Tiesday. Find out from Anita what news POTUS is hoping 
to make Tuesday. Depending on how big it is, we (or the WH) may prefer to have the op-ed run on 
Wednesday. And I'm not sure that would be a problem. ? 

-----Original Message----
From: Seth Oster 
Sent: 09/08/2009 03:58 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: "Lisa Heinzerling" <heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov>; "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>; 

"David Mcintosh" <mcintosh.david@epa.gov>; "Diane Thompson" <thompson.diane@epa.gov> 
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Subject: Re: Spoke to Browner 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Deliberat • IVe 
I am supposed to talk with Anita Dunn, the WH Comms Director, at 4:30 pm about all this. 

Seth 

Seth Oster 
Associate Administrator 
Office of Public Affairs 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(202) 564-1918 
oster.seth @epa.gov 

From: Gina McCarthy/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: "Lisa Heinzerling" <heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov>, "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>, 
"David Mcintosh" <mcintosh.david@epa.gov>, "Seth Oster" <oster.seth@epa.gov>, "Diane Thompson" 
<thompson.diane@epa.gov> 
Date: 09/08/2009 03:47 PM 
Subject: Re: Spoke to Browner 

Got it- all good news. Will talk before doing anything. 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Diane Thompson" <thompson.diane@epa.gov>, "Seth Oster" <oster.seth@epa.gov>, "Gina (Sheila) 
McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>, "Lisa Heinzerling" <heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov>, "David Mcintosh" 
<mcintosh.david@epa.gov> 
Date: 09/08/2009 02:01 PM 
Subject: Spoke to Browner 

3 things 
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Deliberative 
Running to mtgs. 
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To: "Bob Perciasepe" [Perciasepe.Bob@epamail.epa.gov]; Diane Thompson" 
[thompson.diane@epa.gov]; Bob Sussman" [Sussman.bob@epa.gov]; Seth Oster" 
[oster.seth@epa.gov]; Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" [mccarthy.gina@epa.gov]; Lisa Heinzerling" 
[heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov] 
Cc: "Kate Gage" [gage.katharine@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 9/8/2009 11 :48:23 PM 
Subject: Spoke to Carol 

Agreed to have a strategy session ASAP (in advance of a communication session.). Principals plus 2. Kate
can you re-arrnge calendar to get that scheduled tomorrow or Thurs if possible. Tx. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Katharine Gage/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/9/2009 12:35:12 AM 
Re: Spoke to Carol 

Thurs is fine and will let you know abt the +2 tomorrow. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Katharine Gage 
Sent: 09/08/2009 08:21 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: "Kate Gage" <gage.katharine@epa.gov>; "Lisa Heinzerling" <heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov>; "Gina 

(Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>; "Seth Oster" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; Bob Perciasepe; "Bob 
Sussman" <Sussman.bob@epa.gov>; "Diane Thompson" <thompson.diane@epa.gov> 

Subject: Re: Spoke to Carol 
I just spoke to her office- it looks like Thursday will work best. 

If that is too late I can try to confirm something for tomorrow morning first thing tomorrow. 

Please advise who will be the +2 for this meeting. 

Thank you, 
Kate 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Bob Perciasepe" <Perciasepe.Bob@epamail.epa.gov>, "Diane Thompson" 
<thompson.diane@epa.gov>, "Bob Sussman" <Sussman.bob@epa.gov>, "Seth Oster" 
<oster.seth@epa.gov>, "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>, "Lisa Heinzerling" 
<heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov> 
Cc: "Kate Gage" <gage.katharine@epa.gov> 
Date: 09/08/2009 07:48 PM 
Subject: Spoke to Carol 

Agreed to have a strategy session ASAP (in advance of a communication session.). Principals plus 2. Kate
can you re-arrnge calendar to get that scheduled tomorrow or Thurs if possible. Tx. 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Katharine Gage/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
"Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" [mccarthy.gina@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/9/2009 1:37:35 PM 
Re: Spoke to Carol 

I prefer to have a pre-brief with my staff today right after the lunch.- BOBS, Bob P,David M, Scott F, Diane 
T, Lisa H., Gina M. (+ 1 if Gina wants but needs to be high level) 

-----Original Message----
From: Katharine Gage 
Sent: 09/09/2009 08:50AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Spoke to Carol 

With the roll out plans changing would you be interested in doing this meeting directly after the green 
cabinet lunch today? 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 09/08/2009 08:35 PM EDT 
To: Katharine Gage 
Subject: Re: Spoke to Carol 

Thurs is fine and will let you know abt the +2 tomorrow. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Katharine Gage 
Sent: 09/08/2009 08:21 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: "Kate Gage" <gage.katharine@epa.gov>; "Lisa Heinzerling" <heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov>; "Gina 

(Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>; "Seth Oster" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; Bob Perciasepe; "Bob 
Sussman" <Sussman.bob@epa.gov>; "Diane Thompson" <thompson.diane@epa.gov> 

Subject: Re: Spoke to Carol 
I just spoke to her office- it looks like Thursday will work best. 

If that is too late I can try to confirm something for tomorrow morning first thing tomorrow. 

Please advise who will be the +2 for this meeting. 

Thank you, 
Kate 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Bob Perciasepe" <Perciasepe.Bob@epamail.epa.gov>, "Diane Thompson" 
<thompson.diane@epa.gov>, "Bob Sussman" <Sussman.bob@epa.gov>, "Seth Oster" 
<oster.seth@epa.gov>, "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>, "Lisa Heinzerling" 
<heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov> 
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Cc: "Kate Gage" <gage.katharine@epa.gov> 
Date: 09/08/2009 07:48 PM 
Subject: Spoke to Carol 

Agreed to have a strategy session ASAP (in advance of a communication session.). Principals plus 2. Kate- can you 
re-arrnge calendar to get that scheduled tomorrow or Thurs if possible. Tx. 
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To: CN=Katharine Gage/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US From: 

Sent: Wed 9/9/2009 1 :49:57 PM 
Subject: Re: Spoke to Carol 

K 

-----Original Message----
From: Katharine Gage 
Sent: 09/09/2009 09:47AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Spoke to Carol 

We can do that. 

Would you be interested in doing the Browner meeting after 5:30 today if tomorrow is too full with the 
roll out? 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 09/09/2009 09:37AM EDT 
To: Katharine Gage 
Cc: "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Spoke to Carol 

I prefer to have a pre-brief with my staff today right after the lunch.- BOBS, Bob P,David M, Scott F, Diane 
T, Lisa H., Gina M. (+ 1 if Gina wants but needs to be high level) 

-----Original Message----
From: Katharine Gage 
Sent: 09/09/2009 08:50AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Spoke to Carol 

With the roll out plans changing would you be interested in doing this meeting directly after the green 
cabinet lunch today? 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 09/08/2009 08:35 PM EDT 
To: Katharine Gage 
Subject: Re: Spoke to Carol 

Thurs is fine and will let you know abt the +2 tomorrow. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Katharine Gage 
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Sent: 09/08/2009 08:21 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: "Kate Gage" <gage.katharine@epa.gov>; "Lisa Heinzerling" <heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov>; "Gina (Sheila) 

McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>; "Seth Oster" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; Bob Perciasepe; "Bob Sussman" 
<Sussman.bob@epa.gov>; "Diane Thompson" <thompson.diane@epa.gov> 

Subject: Re: Spoke to Carol 
I just spoke to her office- it looks like Thursday will work best. 

If that is too late I can try to confirm something for tomorrow morning first thing tomorrow. 

Please advise who will be the +2 for this meeting. 

Thank you, 
Kate 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Bob Perciasepe" <Perciasepe.Bob@epamail.epa.gov>, "Diane Thompson" <thompson.diane@epa.gov>, 
"Bob Sussman" <Sussman.bob@epa.gov>, "Seth Oster" <oster.seth@epa.gov>, "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" 
<mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>, "Lisa Heinzerling" <heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov> 
Cc: "Kate Gage" <gage.katharine@epa.gov> 
Date: 09/08/2009 07:48 PM 
Subject: Spoke to Carol 

Agreed to have a strategy session ASAP (in advance of a communication session.). Principals plus 2. Kate- can you 
re-arrnge calendar to get that scheduled tomorrow or Thurs if possible. Tx. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 

CN=Betsaida Alcantara/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/9/2009 7:17:33 PM 

Subject: Re: Cap and Trade in Senate Limbo as Obama Makes All-Out Push on Health Care 

I like it. You? 

-----Original Message----
From: Betsaida Alcantara 
Sent: 09/09/2009 02:30 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Cap and Trade in Senate Limbo as Obama Makes All-Out Push on Health Care 

long article that gives an overview of where were are with climate bill. this was published on nytimes.com 
through climatewire. mentions you and quotes some of your stuff from Diane Rehm show .... 

September 8, 2009 
Cap and Trade in Senate Limbo as Obama Makes All-Out Push on Health Care 
By DARREN SAMUELSOHN of ClimateWire 
President Obama's energy and global warming agenda stands at a major crossroads as lawmakers return 
today from their monthlong summer break amid an all-out push to pass health care legislation. 
Senate Democrats originally intended to roll out their version of a cap-and-trade climate bill this week, 
but they have since delayed that schedule until later this month in part because of the brewing battle 
over health care. 
Gone is the immediacy for action on global warming, and there is even talk that passing a climate bill this 
year has faded to third place on the administration's agenda behind financial reform legislation that 
responds to last year's Wall Street meltdown. 
Asked last week about prospects for the Senate climate bill, White House spokesman Robert Gibbs 
changed the subject and instead predicted a "major push" from Obama and Congress to pass a bill that 
heads off any future financial crisis. 
"I think that will be a very important part of the legislative agenda moving forward in the fall in strong 
hopes that by the end of the year we have new rules of the road going forward so that something like this 
doesn't happen under the same circumstances again," Gibbs told reporters Aug. 31. 
Yet significant questions remain about just how much success can be had on financial reform, let alone 
the health care bill that gets center stage tomorrow night when Obama delivers a nationally televised 
speech before a joint session of Congress. 
All sides of the global warming debate will be watching Obama close to see if their issue even merits a 
mention. 
"If I were betting, he'll probably slip in a line about climate change," said Jeff Holmstead, a former U.S. 
EPA air pollution chief for President George W. Bush. "Because there'll be some people who are core 
constituents who will want to see that. The political calculus is the president will need to show he's still 
interested." 
Democrats have been juggling health care and climate change since Obama took office. Earlier this year, 
House Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) and White House chief of staff Rahm Emanuel agreed to take on 
both issues simultaneously, which helped result in a House-passed climate bill just before the July 4 
recess. 
But many moderate Democrats complained about that strategy, and sources tracking the debate say 
Obama's political advisers are now in agreement that the climate issue now belongs on the back burner. 
Several Capitol Hill aides said last week that they were confused about their mission-- especially as they 
continue to get a push to act by some Obama Cabinet members and White House energy adviser Carol 
Browner. 
"It seems like there's a little bit of a gap somewhere," said one Democratic staffer who is working on the 
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climate bill. 
U.S. EPA Administrator Lisa Jackson said last week that she did not have a problem with Congress putting its 
emphasis this fall on health care. 
"Certainly, the Senate rightfully is spending an awful lot of time looking at that issue," Jackson said in an 
appearance Thursday on NPR's "The Diane Rehm Show." "Clean energy is no less important. But rightfully, they 
want to finish their work on health care. 
"All along, we've understood that for something on the order of clean energy, but also health care, they probably 
needed to be done in sequence," Jackson added. 
Environmentalists insist that Democrats and the White House should keep pushing for a climate bill given scientific 
warnings about irreversible global warming, as well as mounting international pressure headed into U.N. 
negotiations this December in Copenhagen. 
"Congress is capable of and staffed to do more than two important things at once," said David Doniger, policy 
director of the Natural Resources Defense Council's climate center. 
But Manik Roy of the Pew Center on Global Climate Change said that Obama and Congress need to resolve health 
care before anything else can get traction. 
"They can't disengage on health care," Roy said. "Win, lose or draw, they have to see it through. And only once 
that has played out can we turn to other issues." 
EPA chief 'not concerned yet' 
All that said, climate change legislation remains on the radar for some important committees and lawmakers. 
The Senate Agriculture Committee holds a hearing tomorrow on the regulation of carbon markets, with a panel of 
witnesses dedicated to the views of farmers and agriculture groups. The House Select Committee on Energy 
Independence and Global Warming also plans a hearing Thursday with Obama's State Department climate envoy, 
Todd Stern, on preparations for the summit in Copenhagen, Denmark. 
And later today, Senate Environment and Public Works Chairwoman Barbara Boxer (D-Calif.) and Foreign Relations 
Chairman John Kerry (D-Mass.) are scheduled to meet for the first time in person since the recess-- with an eye on 
mapping out the legislative road ahead. 
The senators gave several reasons last week for why they delayed release of their legislation: Kerry's hip surgery, 
the death of Sen. Ted Kennedy (D-Mass.) and ongoing action in the Finance Committee to pass health care 
legislation. 
Boxer and Kerry said they would use the extra time to "work on the final details of our bill, and to reach out to 
colleagues and important stakeholders." 
Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid (D-Nev.) has scratched a Sept. 28 deadline that he had originally set out for 
work to be done on the climate bill in the EPW Committee and five other panels. 
Reid spokesman Jim Manley said there is no new deadline for the committees to finish their work, only a call to 
pass climate legislation "as quickly as possible." 
"They are working diligently to craft a well-balanced bill, and Senator Reid fully expects the Senate to have ample 
time to consider this comprehensive clean energy and climate legislation before the end of the year," Manley said. 
Senate Democrats have twice this year pushed back their schedule for acting on a climate bill. Boxer had told 
reporters during the House climate debate that she would introduce a bill before the August recess. But she 
punted on that goal shortly after the 219-212 House vote. 
Reid and other Senate Democratic leaders have also publicly acknowledged they are shy of the 60 votes needed to 
pass a bill-- with some of the push back coming from within their own caucus. 
Off Capitol Hill, perspectives vary on the significance of the latest Senate schedule change. 
"I'm not concerned yet," EPA's Jackson said on NPR. "I think the delay announced this week is understandable. It is 
a piece of legislation that's very complex .... I just think it needs a little bit more time." 
"You can introduce a losing bill anytime you want," added Jeremy Symons, vice president of the National Wildlife 
Federation. "Introducing a winning bill, however, needs to be done at the right time after the right consultations. 
So the new schedule doesn't change the fact that all signs are pointing to Senate action this fall." 
By contrast, EPW Committee ranking member James lnhofe (R-Okla.) predicted the climate bill's demise as 
Democrats battle amongst themselves over a costly new program. 
"The delay is emblematic of the division and disarray in the Democratic party over cap-and-trade and health care 
legislation, both of which are big government schemes for which the public has expressed overwhelming 
opposition," lnhofe said. 
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Seeking cover for Copenhagen 
Absent additional progress on Capitol Hill, Obama will need to turn to other aspects of his environmental agenda 
as he prepares for the U.N. climate negotiations. Sources tracking the issue say the administration has several 
obvious choices, starting with the clean energy components included in the $787 billion economic stimulus 
package. 
Also coming soon: U.S. EPA rules to control greenhouse gas emissions from motor vehicles and power plants-
regulations that are more than a decade in the making and premised on the 2007 Supreme Court decision in 
Massachusetts v. EPA. 
"You can take a big bite out of the U.S. global warming pollution under the existing law," Doniger said, who added 
that it would not be too difficult to quantify the emission reductions from combining the new federal rules. 
Obama's diplomatic portfolio also may get a boost when he visits China in November as administration officials 
work behind the scenes to reach a bilateral agreement on global warming with Beijing. 
Sen. Maria Cantwell (D-Wash.), touring China last week, told reporters she would put "higher odds" on a bilateral 
agreement than she would on a deal in Copenhagen, or on the Senate passing a climate bill. 
"If you are producing 40 percent of emissions-- which is what China and the United States are together-- what a 
legacy, and what a great relationship you could create by saying that's what these two great countries stepped up 
to do," Cantwell said, according to Reuters. 
EPA's Jackson said Obama would also prefer action by the Senate on cap-and-trade legislation before Copenhagen. 
But she also indicated that a law was not necessary. 
"What we need to do is also keep our eye on the president's position," Jackson said. "Climate discussions have 
been part of the agenda on clean energy from the very beginning." 
Most environmental groups would prefer a new U.S. cap-and-trade law before Copenhagen. But there is also 
significant apprehension that a losing vote in the Senate could be a huge blow to the international talks given the 
stock already placed in the United States returning to the negotiation table after eight years battling President 
George W. Bush. 
"The real issue is showing progress and momentum," Do niger said. So while it is better if Obama has more 
concrete actions, Doniger explained that "a bad vote probably hurts the most." 
He added, "And there's a lot of space in between." 
Leave it to Reid 
Boxer's Environment and Public Works Committee remains a key battleground as the climate debate advances. But 
there is now no clear timetable for when she will mark up a bill. 
To date, Boxer has revealed a select number of details about what her bill will look like. She has said she is 
interested in setting a 20 percent limit on greenhouse gases for 2020 --a more aggressive level than the House bill. 
And Boxer is also under pressure from environmental groups to keep EPA's authority for regulating power plant 
emissions-- something the House legislation surrendered. 
From the other direction, Boxer before the August break said she would yield to an industry-driven demand for 
some type of price collar on greenhouse gas allowances. 
Still, without legislative text, many different conclusions are being drawn about the direction Boxer wants to take 
the climate debate. 
"On the issues most important to environmentalists, they'll go to the left," Holmstead said. "And on issues more 
important to business, she'll go to the right. People are interpreting that in different ways." 
Andrew Wheeler, former Republican staff director for the Environment and Public Works Committee, said Boxer 
will need to make some tough decisions in the weeks and months ahead. 
"You can't make it better for both sides," he said. "Somebody has to be told it's not getting better for you." 
There are also number of unresolved issues still ahead. 
Boxer and Finance Chairman Max Baucus (D-Mont.), for example, remain at loggerheads over who writes the 
allocation of hundreds of billions of dollars in emission allowances. 
Reid is expected to play a key role in resolving the committee dispute, as well as other battles over nuclear power, 
international trade with developing countries and agriculture. 
So with plenty of time still to go, few are showing all of their cards. 
"This is at least a three-stage process," said Roy. "There's the EPW process. There's the majority leader's process. 
And there's what happens on the floor. People are planning with each of these events in mind." 
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To: CN=Betsaida Alcantara/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 9/9/2009 8:08:59 PM 
Subject: Re: Cap and Trade in Senate Limbo as Obama Makes All-Out Push on Health Care 
ClimateWire 

Yikes 

-----Original Message----
From: Betsaida Alcantara 
Sent: 09/09/2009 03:29 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Cap and Trade in Senate Limbo as Obama Makes All-Out Push on Health Care 

yes. you are very much on message. I'm kinda coming to terms with the fact that we won't have a bill on 
the Senate floor by coppenhagen, but it makes me hopeful that EPA still has a bunch of things to show-off 
on climate ... 

breaking news: plane hijacked in mexico- hijackers are demanding to speak to president Calderon (just 
watching on CNN) 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
Betsaida Alcantara/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/09/2009 03:17 PM 

Subject: Re: Cap and Trade in Senate Limbo as Obama Makes All-Out Push on Health Care 

I like it. You? 

-----Original Message----
From: Betsaida Alcantara 
Sent: 09/09/2009 02:30 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Cap and Trade in Senate Limbo as Obama Makes All-Out Push on Health Care 

long article that gives an overview of where were are with climate bill. this was published on nytimes.com 
through climatewire. mentions you and quotes some of your stuff from Diane Rehm show .... 

September 8, 2009 
Cap and Trade in Senate Limbo as Obama Makes All-Out Push on Health Care 
By DARREN SAMUELSOHN of ClimateWire 
President Obama's energy and global warming agenda stands at a major crossroads as lawmakers return 
today from their monthlong summer break amid an all-out push to pass health care legislation. 
Senate Democrats originally intended to roll out their version of a cap-and-trade climate bill this week, 
but they have since delayed that schedule until later this month in part because of the brewing battle 
over health care. 
Gone is the immediacy for action on global warming, and there is even talk that passing a climate bill this 
year has faded to third place on the administration's agenda behind financial reform legislation that 
responds to last year's Wall Street meltdown. 
Asked last week about prospects for the Senate climate bill, White House spokesman Robert Gibbs 
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changed the subject and instead predicted a "major push" from Obama and Congress to pass a bill that heads off 
any future financial crisis. 
"I think that will be a very important part of the legislative agenda moving forward in the fall in strong hopes that 
by the end of the year we have new rules of the road going forward so that something like this doesn't happen 
under the same circumstances again," Gibbs told reporters Aug. 31. 
Yet significant questions remain about just how much success can be had on financial reform, let alone the health 
care bill that gets center stage tomorrow night when Obama delivers a nationally televised speech before a joint 
session of Congress. 
All sides of the global warming debate will be watching Obama close to see if their issue even merits a mention. 
"If I were betting, he'll probably slip in a line about climate change," said Jeff Holmstead, a former U.S. EPA air 
pollution chief for President George W. Bush. "Because there'll be some people who are core constituents who will 
want to see that. The political calculus is the president will need to show he's still interested." 
Democrats have been juggling health care and climate change since Obama took office. Earlier this year, House 
Speaker Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.) and White House chief of staff Rahm Emanuel agreed to take on both issues 
simultaneously, which helped result in a House-passed climate bill just before the July 4 recess. 
But many moderate Democrats complained about that strategy, and sources tracking the debate say Obama's 
political advisers are now in agreement that the climate issue now belongs on the back burner. 
Several Capitol Hill aides said last week that they were confused about their mission-- especially as they continue 
to get a push to act by some Obama Cabinet members and White House energy adviser Carol Browner. 
"It seems like there's a little bit of a gap somewhere," said one Democratic staffer who is working on the climate 
bill. 
U.S. EPA Administrator Lisa Jackson said last week that she did not have a problem with Congress putting its 
emphasis this fall on health care. 
"Certainly, the Senate rightfully is spending an awful lot of time looking at that issue," Jackson said in an 
appearance Thursday on NPR's "The Diane Rehm Show." "Clean energy is no less important. But rightfully, they 
want to finish their work on health care. 
"All along, we've understood that for something on the order of clean energy, but also health care, they probably 
needed to be done in sequence," Jackson added. 
Environmentalists insist that Democrats and the White House should keep pushing for a climate bill given scientific 
warnings about irreversible global warming, as well as mounting international pressure headed into U.N. 
negotiations this December in Copenhagen. 
"Congress is capable of and staffed to do more than two important things at once," said David Doniger, policy 
director of the Natural Resources Defense Council's climate center. 
But Manik Roy of the Pew Center on Global Climate Change said that Obama and Congress need to resolve health 
care before anything else can get traction. 
"They can't disengage on health care," Roy said. "Win, lose or draw, they have to see it through. And only once 
that has played out can we turn to other issues." 
EPA chief 'not concerned yet' 
All that said, climate change legislation remains on the radar for some important committees and lawmakers. 
The Senate Agriculture Committee holds a hearing tomorrow on the regulation of carbon markets, with a panel of 
witnesses dedicated to the views of farmers and agriculture groups. The House Select Committee on Energy 
Independence and Global Warming also plans a hearing Thursday with Obama's State Department climate envoy, 
Todd Stern, on preparations for the summit in Copenhagen, Denmark. 
And later today, Senate Environment and Public Works Chairwoman Barbara Boxer (D-Calif.) and Foreign Relations 
Chairman John Kerry (D-Mass.) are scheduled to meet for the first time in person since the recess-- with an eye on 
mapping out the legislative road ahead. 
The senators gave several reasons last week for why they delayed release of their legislation: Kerry's hip surgery, 
the death of Sen. Ted Kennedy (D-Mass.) and ongoing action in the Finance Committee to pass health care 
legislation. 
Boxer and Kerry said they would use the extra time to "work on the final details of our bill, and to reach out to 
colleagues and important stakeholders." 
Senate Majority Leader Harry Reid (D-Nev.) has scratched a Sept. 28 deadline that he had originally set out for 
work to be done on the climate bill in the EPW Committee and five other panels. 

2 

EPA-00 13430002789-0002 



Reid spokesman Jim Manley said there is no new deadline for the committees to finish their work, only a call to 
pass climate legislation "as quickly as possible." 
"They are working diligently to craft a well-balanced bill, and Senator Reid fully expects the Senate to have ample 
time to consider this comprehensive clean energy and climate legislation before the end of the year," Manley said. 
Senate Democrats have twice this year pushed back their schedule for acting on a climate bill. Boxer had told 
reporters during the House climate debate that she would introduce a bill before the August recess. But she 
punted on that goal shortly after the 219-212 House vote. 
Reid and other Senate Democratic leaders have also publicly acknowledged they are shy of the 60 votes needed to 
pass a bill-- with some of the push back coming from within their own caucus. 
Off Capitol Hill, perspectives vary on the significance of the latest Senate schedule change. 
"I'm not concerned yet," EPA's Jackson said on NPR. "I think the delay announced this week is understandable. It is 
a piece of legislation that's very complex .... I just think it needs a little bit more time." 
"You can introduce a losing bill anytime you want," added Jeremy Symons, vice president of the National Wildlife 
Federation. "Introducing a winning bill, however, needs to be done at the right time after the right consultations. 
So the new schedule doesn't change the fact that all signs are pointing to Senate action this fall." 
By contrast, EPW Committee ranking member James lnhofe (R-Okla.) predicted the climate bill's demise as 
Democrats battle amongst themselves over a costly new program. 
"The delay is emblematic of the division and disarray in the Democratic party over cap-and-trade and health care 
legislation, both of which are big government schemes for which the public has expressed overwhelming 
opposition," lnhofe said. 
Seeking cover for Copenhagen 
Absent additional progress on Capitol Hill, Obama will need to turn to other aspects of his environmental agenda 
as he prepares for the U.N. climate negotiations. Sources tracking the issue say the administration has several 
obvious choices, starting with the clean energy components included in the $787 billion economic stimulus 
package. 
Also coming soon: U.S. EPA rules to control greenhouse gas emissions from motor vehicles and power plants-
regulations that are more than a decade in the making and premised on the 2007 Supreme Court decision in 
Massachusetts v. EPA. 
"You can take a big bite out of the U.S. global warming pollution under the existing law," Doniger said, who added 
that it would not be too difficult to quantify the emission reductions from combining the new federal rules. 
Obama's diplomatic portfolio also may get a boost when he visits China in November as administration officials 
work behind the scenes to reach a bilateral agreement on global warming with Beijing. 
Sen. Maria Cantwell (D-Wash.), touring China last week, told reporters she would put "higher odds" on a bilateral 
agreement than she would on a deal in Copenhagen, or on the Senate passing a climate bill. 
"If you are producing 40 percent of emissions-- which is what China and the United States are together-- what a 
legacy, and what a great relationship you could create by saying that's what these two great countries stepped up 
to do," Cantwell said, according to Reuters. 
EPA's Jackson said Obama would also prefer action by the Senate on cap-and-trade legislation before Copenhagen. 
But she also indicated that a law was not necessary. 
"What we need to do is also keep our eye on the president's position," Jackson said. "Climate discussions have 
been part of the agenda on clean energy from the very beginning." 
Most environmental groups would prefer a new U.S. cap-and-trade law before Copenhagen. But there is also 
significant apprehension that a losing vote in the Senate could be a huge blow to the international talks given the 
stock already placed in the United States returning to the negotiation table after eight years battling President 
George W. Bush. 
"The real issue is showing progress and momentum," Do niger said. So while it is better if Obama has more 
concrete actions, Doniger explained that "a bad vote probably hurts the most." 
He added, "And there's a lot of space in between." 
Leave it to Reid 
Boxer's Environment and Public Works Committee remains a key battleground as the climate debate advances. But 
there is now no clear timetable for when she will mark up a bill. 
To date, Boxer has revealed a select number of details about what her bill will look like. She has said she is 
interested in setting a 20 percent limit on greenhouse gases for 2020 --a more aggressive level than the House bill. 

3 

EPA-00 13430002789-0003 



And Boxer is also under pressure from environmental groups to keep EPA's authority for regulating power plant 
emissions-- something the House legislation surrendered. 
From the other direction, Boxer before the August break said she would yield to an industry-driven demand for 
some type of price collar on greenhouse gas allowances. 
Still, without legislative text, many different conclusions are being drawn about the direction Boxer wants to take 
the climate debate. 
"On the issues most important to environmentalists, they'll go to the left," Holmstead said. "And on issues more 
important to business, she'll go to the right. People are interpreting that in different ways." 
Andrew Wheeler, former Republican staff director for the Environment and Public Works Committee, said Boxer 
will need to make some tough decisions in the weeks and months ahead. 
"You can't make it better for both sides," he said. "Somebody has to be told it's not getting better for you." 
There are also number of unresolved issues still ahead. 
Boxer and Finance Chairman Max Baucus (D-Mont.), for example, remain at loggerheads over who writes the 
allocation of hundreds of billions of dollars in emission allowances. 
Reid is expected to play a key role in resolving the committee dispute, as well as other battles over nuclear power, 
international trade with developing countries and agriculture. 
So with plenty of time still to go, few are showing all of their cards. 
"This is at least a three-stage process," said Roy. "There's the EPW process. There's the majority leader's process. 
And there's what happens on the floor. People are planning with each of these events in mind." 
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To: 
From: 

CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 

Sent: Thur 9/10/2009 5:13:11 PM 
Subject: Re: Cabinet report-- need your input 

Ok to both 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 09/10/2009 01:08 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Cabinet report-- need your input 

TSCA Reform Update 

Deliberative 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

Deli be 
****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 

From: Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 

rative 
; 
; 
; 
; 
; 
; 
; 
; 
; 

Cc: Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Steve Owens/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/10/2009 08:32AM 
Subject: Fw: for cabinet report- edits or thoughts 
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Diane, a revised cabinet report is attached. Bob, I tried to tone this down from it's previous draft, but also try to 
capture some of the discussion from yesterday's meeting. 

TSCA Reform Update 

Deliberative 

ARVIN R. GANESAN 
Deputy Associate Administrator 
Congressional Affairs 
Office of the Administrator 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Ganesan.Arvin@epa.gov 
(p) 202.564.5200 
(f) 202.501.1519 
-----Forwarded by Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US on 09/10/2009 08:30AM-----

From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Date: 

Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US 
Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Steve Owens/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/09/2009 07:06 PM 

Subject: Re: for cabinet report- edits or thoughts 

!·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
! i 

I Deliberative I 
! i 
! i 

l·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
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US Environmental Protection Agency 

From: 

To: 
Date: 

Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US 

Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Steve Owens/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/09/2009 06:25 PM 

Subject: Re: for cabinet report- edits or thoughts 

Diane wanted this cabinet affairs blurb updated in light of what was said in the meeting today. I'm not quite sure 

what that means so I tried to sumamrize what I heard with the Administrator. Thoughts? 

Deliberative 

ARVIN R. GANESAN 

Deputy Associate Administrator 

Congressional Affairs 

Office of the Administrator 

United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Ganesan.Arvin@epa.gov 
(p) 202.564.5200 
(f) 202.501.1519 
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From: 

To: 

Date: 

Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US 

Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 

09/09/2009 04:15 PM 
Subject: Re: for cabinet report- edits or thoughts 

I think this needs to be revised in light of what we just discussed? 

Also, is it really just household.? 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 

From: 

To: 

Cc: 

Date: 

Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US 

Diane Thompson <thompson.diane@epa.gov> 

Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Steve Owens/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 

09/08/2009 08:18 PM 
Subject: for cabinet report- edits or thoughts 

Diane, 

Below is a blurb for the cabinet report on TSCA. Thoughts or edits? 

._.!_S_~~-~.-=.!~E~.!:l_e9.<:J!.~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

Deliberat • IVe 
'·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--------------------------------------------

ARVIN R. GANESAN 
Deputy Associate Administrator 

Congressional Affairs 

Office of the Administrator 

United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Ganesan.Arvin@epa.gov 

(p) 202.564.5200 
(f) 202.501.1519 
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To: CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" 
[mccarthy.gina@epa.gov]; Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" [mccarthy.gina@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Thur 9/10/2009 9:04:23 PM 
Subject: Re: Autos event 

Make sure she (and WH) know about the NADA/Chamber lawsuit. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/10/2009 05:00 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Gina McCarthy 
Subject: Fw: Autos event 

Heather gives more info, below, on the autos event next week. 

She said in a later email that he would indeed plan to mention the proposed autos rule in his remarks. 

-----Forwarded by Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US on 09/10/2009 04:58PM-----

From: II Zi c ha I I Heather R. II r~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~?.~"-~~~~~·~~~Y.~~~~~~~~~~~J 
To: 
Cc: 

Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 

"Freeman, Jody L{~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~r~r~~~~Y~~~~~=~~=~~~~~J 
Date: 09/10/2009 01:14PM 
Subject: Autos event 

Lisa-- During last night's discussion, I committed to follow up with more details on POTUS' event in 
Youngstown next week with GM. Here's the scoop: The event is totally jobs focused. Highlight is the 1050 
jobs that will be added when a new shift comes online in October as a result of the demand created by 
Cash for Clunkers. Message is turning corners on economy, people going back to work. Will provide more 
details as they become available but wanted to get this to you. 

Hope you are having a good day. 
Heather 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 9/10/2009 9:05:38 PM 
Re: DECISION -- Chamber Lawsuit on Calif Waiver 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

! Deliberative ! 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

-----Original Message----
From: Seth Oster 
Sent: 09/10/2009 04:18 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Diane Thompson; Lisa Heinzerling; Scott Fulton 
Subject: DECISION --Chamber Lawsuit on Calif Waiver 

Administrator, 

As you heard, the Chamber has filed a suit against the agency over the California waiver. OAR has 
weighed in that we should respond with a statement saying we are aware of the suite and are reviewing it-
and not comment beyond that. 

Deliberat 
Seth 

Seth Oster 
Associate Administrator 
Office of Public Affairs 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(202) 564-1918 
oster.seth @epa.gov 
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To: "Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov]; Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" 
[mccarthy.gina@epa.gov]; David Mcintosh" [mcintosh.david@epa.gov] 
Cc: "Diane Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov] 
Bee: "Lisa Heinzerling" [heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Fri 9/11/2009 1:35:16 AM 
Subject: Fw: AP: Car Dealers Appeal Ruling on California Emissions 

!"·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

I Deliberative I 
t-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/10/2009 09:30 PM EDT 
To: "Lisa Jackson" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 
Subject: Fw: AP: Car Dealers Appeal Ruling on California Emissions 

Fyi. 

Jody says she gave EPA a heads up before lawsuit filed. 

-----Original Message-----

From: "Freeman, Jody L." L.~.~-~-~-~-~-~-~~~~~~-~!.~.~~~~~Y~.~-~-~-~-~.J 
Sent: 09/10/2009 08:56 PM AST 
To: Lisa Heinzerling 
Subject: Re: AP: Car Dealers Appeal Ruling on California Emissions 

Sorry, sent prematurely. We knew of this and gave EPA heads up. Autos agreed not to challenge but 
NADA and Chamber not persuaded. They have standing issues. DOJ handling. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Heinzerling.Lisa@epamail.epa.gov <Heinzerling.Lisa@epamail.epa.gov> 
To: Zichal, Heather R.; Freeman, Jody L. 
Sent: Thu Sep 10 17:21:26 2009 
Subject: AP: Car Dealers Appeal Ruling on California Emissions 

Heather and Jody, 

I'm sure you've both seen this by now, but just in case, see below. 

Lisa 
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September 10, 2009 
Car Dealers Appeal Ruling on California Emissions 
By THE ASSOCIATED PRESS 

Filed at 3:33 p.m. ET 

WASHINGTON (AP) --Auto dealers and business leaders have appealed a 
decision by the Environmental Protection Agency to allow California to 
establish the nation's first greenhouse gas standards for cars and 
trucks. 

The National Automobile Dealers Association and the U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce asked a U.S. appeals court Thursday to review the EPA's 
decision. The EPA in July granted California's request for a waiver 
allowing it to push tougher air pollution rules. 

The legal move could allow the groups to ask a judge to block the order. 

The EPA's decision cleared the way for California to implement a 2002 
state pollution law requiring new cars to increase their fuel economy 40 
percent by 2016. The auto industry and the Bush administration had 
opposed the rules. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 9/11/2009 1:26:35 PM 
Re: AP: Car Dealers Appeal Ruling on California Emissions 

Deliberat 
In other words, don't give it another thought. 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 09/11/2009 08:00AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>; "David Mcintosh" 

<Mclntosh.David@EPA.GOV>; "Seth Oster" <oster.seth@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: AP: Car Dealers Appeal Ruling on California Emissions 

• 
IVe 

~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 

i Deliberative i 
i i 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 

From: Gina McCarthy/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, "Seth Oster" <oster.seth@epa.gov>, "Gina (Sheila) 
McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>, "David Mcintosh" <Mclntosh.David@EPA.GOV> 
Cc: "Diane Thompson" <Thompson.Diane@EPA.GOV> 
Date: 09/10/2009 10:31 PM 
Subject: Re: AP: Car Dealers Appeal Ruling on California Emissions 

Deliberative 
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-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 09/10/2009 09:35 PM EDT 
To: "Seth Oster" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>; "David Mcintosh" 
<mcintosh.david@epa.gov> 
Cc: "Diane Thompson" <thompson.diane@epa.gov> 
Subject: Fw: AP: Car Dealers Appeal Ruling on California Emissions 

~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

1-----------------------------------~~-~-~-~~~-~~~-~-~----------------------------------j 
-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/10/2009 09:30 PM EDT 
To: "Lisa Jackson" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 
Subject: Fw: AP: Car Dealers Appeal Ruling on California Emissions 

Fyi. 

Jody says she gave EPA a heads up before lawsuit filed. 

----- Origin a I Mess age -----,-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·, 
From: "Freeman, Jody L." i Personal Privacy ! 
sent: 09/10/2009 os: 56 P r;irA"sr·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

To: Lisa Heinzerling 
Subject: Re: AP: Car Dealers Appeal Ruling on California Emissions 

Sorry, sent prematurely. We knew of this and gave EPA heads up. Autos agreed not to challenge but NADA and 
Chamber not persuaded. They have standing issues. DOJ handling. 

-----Original Message-----
From: Heinzerling.Lisa@epamail.epa.gov <Heinzerling.Lisa@epamail.epa.gov> 
To: Zichal, Heather R.; Freeman, Jody L. 
Sent: Thu Sep 10 17:21:26 2009 
Subject: AP: Car Dealers Appeal Ruling on California Emissions 

Heather and Jody, 

I'm sure you've both seen this by now, but just in case, see below. 

Lisa 
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September 10, 2009 
Car Dealers Appeal Ruling on California Emissions 
By THE ASSOCIATED PRESS 

Filed at 3:33 p.m. ET 

WASHINGTON (AP) --Auto dealers and business leaders have appealed a 
decision by the Environmental Protection Agency to allow California to 
establish the nation's first greenhouse gas standards for cars and 
trucks. 

The National Automobile Dealers Association and the U.S. Chamber of 
Commerce asked a U.S. appeals court Thursday to review the EPA's 
decision. The EPA in July granted California's request for a waiver 
allowing it to push tougher air pollution rules. 

The legal move could allow the groups to ask a judge to block the order. 

The EPA's decision cleared the way for California to implement a 2002 
state pollution law requiring new cars to increase their fuel economy 40 
percent by 2016. The auto industry and the Bush administration had 
opposed the rules. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Perfect. Tx. 

CN=Scott Fu lton/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 9/11/2009 6:14:56 PM 
Re: Call to Holder 

-----Original Message----
From: Scott Fulton 
Sent: 09/11/2009 01:02 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Diane Thompson; Lisa Heinzerling 
Subject: Call to Holder 

Hi Lisa: Lisa H. and I just met with the OGC team to discuss some issues relating to the PSD Phase-in 

.P!.~P-~~~9._r_u_I~~.L~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~Ji.~~T~~~~~!T~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J._._ 

Deliberat 
Sound okay? 

Thanks, 
Scott 

1 
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To: CN=Katharine Gage/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: "Diane Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov]; Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov]; 
Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" [mccarthy.gina@epa.gov]; Lisa Heinzerling" [heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Fri 9/11/2009 8:15:17 PM 
Subject: Re: Browner Meeting Monday 

I spoke to Carol a out this and she suggested Monday or Tuesday. This meeting is with Anita Dunn an 
David Seamus. So we can try Tuesday since I prefer to have it earlier in the day on either day if at all 
possible. Seth and Gina should come. lfTx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Katharine Gage 
Sent: 09/11/2009 04:00 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Browner Meeting Monday 

Administrator, 
Browner's office called about another communications strategy meeting on Monday. The only time that 
looks like it will work for both of you is 5:45pm. Would that be OK to set up? If not I can push back to try 
and get something in the early afternoon. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Got it. Tx. 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 9/11/2009 8:28:36 PM 
Re: 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/11/2009 04:20 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 

Left you a voicemail re: tail end of conversation with AG after you were cut off. Nothing of substance 
happened after you were off the phone. Have a good flight and a good weekend. 
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To: "Diane Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov]; Lisa Heinzerling" 
[heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov]; Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" [mccarthy.gina@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Fri 9/11/2009 11:31:46 PM 
Subject: Haven't reached Browner yet. 
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To: CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Lisa Heinzerling" 
[heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov]; Lisa Heinzerling" [heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Sat 9/12/2009 2:32:13 AM 
Subject: Re: Call 

Haven't gotten it. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Gina McCarthy 
Sent: 09/11/2009 10:27 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; "Lisa Heinzerling" <Heinzerling.Lisa@EPA.GOV> 
Subject: Call 

Jody is setting up the conf call for tomorrow at 9. She will send along the number. 

Lisa J- did you get the proposed language? I emailed but some of my emails are bouncing back. If not, 
maybe Lisa H could forward at to you. 
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To: "Carol Browner" [·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·iie-rso-rl"aTPrivacy-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! Lisa Heinzerling" 
[heinzerling .lisa@epa.gov]; LJa·ay-Free"fnan"Ttr'ee-rTYaii"@law".lia·rvard .edu]; Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" 
[mccarthy.gina@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Sat 9/12/2009 2:50:57 PM 
Subject: Spoke to him 

He is "partially sympathetic.". Apreciates us looking out for the other agencies. (Kinda as a joke but not 
snarky). Wants to talk to Cass and get back to me later today. NOTE- I emphasized I was offering a few 

paragraphs, not more. 
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To: 
From: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 

Sent: Sat 9/12/2009 4:49:13 PM 
Subject: Re: 

Got it. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/12/2009 12:24 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 

Hope this goes through this time-- here's the famous document. 

[attachment "follow-up 9.11.09 REV.doc" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 
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To: 
From: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 

Sent: Sun 9/13/2009 3:27:29 PM 
Subject: Re: good news re: cars 

Congrats! 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/13/2009 10:40 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: good news re: cars 

OMB has cleared our discussion of consumer savings. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Vcool 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sun 9/13/2009 10:19:36 PM 
Re: Interior Dept. Secretarial Order 

From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/13/2009 06:03 PM EDT 
To: "Lisa Jackson" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 
Subject: Fw: Interior Dept. Secretarial Order 

This is cool. 

From: David_Hayes 
Sent: 09/13/2009 05:36 PM AST 

To: Lisa Heinze rl i ng;C~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~rj~~~~~~hii~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~] monica/medina@ no a a .gov; 
jane.lubchenco@noaa.gov; jreich@doc.gov; grant.leslie@usda.gov 

~~~j~;~~:~~:~~:;i~r~:~~~~t~:~;~;;~;~r~:~:;~ek~~.~~I~~:fT~~:~)L~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:J 

As an FYI, Ken Salazar will be signing a Secretarial Order tomorrow that establishes some new internal 
organizational tools for our Interior Department to respond to climate change impacts that are affecting 
our Departmental responsibilities. The Order follows several months of internal effort in organizing our 
bureaus and agencies to move in tandem with each other, and with Ken's priorities, on climate change. 
We're pleased with the results, and are looking forward to a robust program that will break down our silos 
and facilitate joint work by our Fish & Wildlife Service, Park Service, BLM, USGS, etc. Also, via our new 
Department-wide Climate Change Response Council, we will be in a better position to coordinate all of 
our efforts closely with your agencies, and we will look forward to doing so! 

Please keep a close hold on the attached Secretarial Order. It will go public tomorrow at 2:00. There 
could be some minor changes to it before it goes final. We'll be sure and send you the final version. 

Thanks. 

--David 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Tx 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 9/14/2009 12:19:30 PM 
Re: EPA-HUD-DOT joint cover letter 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/14/2009 08:19AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: EPA-HUD-DOT joint cover letter 

Hi Lisa, 

A letter will be coming your way today that is proposed as a joint cover letter from you and Secretaries 
Donovan and LaHood, relating to the budget request for the sustainable communities partnership. I don't 
have a final version yet because we're enhancing the green infrastructure piece as discussed last week. 
But I wanted to let you know the letter was coming. 

Lisa 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 9/14/2009 9:34:46 PM 
Re: TSCA --LATEST 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/14/2009 05:33 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Steve Owens; Arvin Ganesan; Diane Thompson 
Subject: TSCA --LATEST 

Lisa -- per CEQ it looks like the next step on TSCA is a "deputies" meeting this Wednesday, with OIRA, CEA 
and NEC, followed by a "principals" meeting early next week (as opposed to this week, when the meeting 
was originally scheduled). I think the idea of the "deputies'" meeting is to discuss the politics ofTSCA 

Deliberative 
Arvin should have his overview paper for the COS shortly. 

Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
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To: CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Steve 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov]; N=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Steve 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov]; N=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Steve 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov]; N=Steve 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov]; Seth Oster" 
[oster.seth@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Man 9/14/2009 10:36:49 PM 
Subject: Re: TSCA memo 

Just read it. I think it is good. 

~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

! i 
! i 
! i 
! i 
i Deliberative ! 
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~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
I like your treatment of cost-benefit. 

I will forward it to Seth to see if we should mention my 9/29 speech to the Commonwealth Club as a firm 
deadline. 

From: Arvin Ganesan 
Sent: 09/14/2009 06:18 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; Bob Sussman; Steve Owens 
Subject: Fw: TSCA memo 

Apparently the last emails attachment didn't work. Try this, which should. 

Sent from my Blackberry Wireless Device 

From: Arvin Ganesa{~.~-~-~~-~~~~-~}.~~-~-~~~-~i.~.~.J 
Sent: 09/14/2009 06:16 PM AST 
To: Arvin Ganesan 
Subject: TSCA memo 
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To: "Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov] 
From: 
Sent: 

CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 9/14/2009 10:36:54 PM 

Subject: Fw: TSCA memo 

From: Arvin Ganesan 
Sent: 09/14/2009 06:18 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; Bob Sussman; Steve Owens 
Subject: Fw: TSCA memo 

Apparently the last emails attachment didn't work. Try this, which should. 

Sent from my Blackberry Wireless Device 

From: Arvin Ga nesa rl-·-·-·-·-·-·Pe.rso-naf"Privacy-·-·-·-·-·-·: 
Sent: 09 I 14/2 009 06 ~i6-·P·M·-Asf-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·" 

To: Arvin Ganesan 
Subject: TSCA memo 
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CONFIDENTIAL MEMORANDUM 

TO: Rahm Emanuel 
Jim Messina 
Pete Rouse 
Phil Schiliro 

FROM: 
DATE: 
SUBJECT: 

Lisa Jackson 
September 9, 2009 
US Chemical Policy 

Deliberative 

EPA-00 13430002808-0001 



Deliberative 
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To: "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" [mccarthy.gina@epa.gov]; Lisa Heinzerling" 
[heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 9/15/2009 12:18:50 AM 
Subject: We should alert Cass 

That we have been told to expect the PSD rule back by Thursday. Lj 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

"Bob Perciasepe" [Perciasepe.Bob@epamail.epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 9/15/2009 1 :05:56 PM 
Fw: Google Alert- lisa jackson epa 

-----Original Message----
From: Macara Lousberg 
Sent: 09/15/2009 08:47AM EDT 
To: Bob Sussman; Richard Windsor; Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Seth Oster 
Cc: Peter Silva 
Subject: Fw: Google Alert- lisa jackson epa 

Pete Silva has asked me to forward to you the list of milestones below for the steam electric ELG action. If 
you have any questions, please let me know. 

Macara 

Macara Lousberg 
Acting Director 
Water Policy Staff 
Office of Water 
phone: 202-564-5576 
fax: 202-564-0500 
email: lousberg.macara@epa.gov 

-----Forwarded by Macara Lousberg/DC/USEPA/US on 09/15/2009 08:44AM-----

From: Maryt Smith/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Macara Lousberg/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Ephraim King/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Josh Haii/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Ronald 
Jordan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Richard Reding/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/14/2009 05:27 PM 
Subject: Re: Fw: Google Alert- lisa jackson epa 

Here is a short list of milestones: 

Oct. 2009 --First FR notice to solicit public comment on EPA's intent to collect information under the 
Paperwork Reduction Act. 60 day public comment then required second FR notice with 30 day public 
comment period. After this OM B approval of the Information Data Collection (ICR) request and ICR data 
collection from industry. 

April-- November 2010 --wastewater sampling at industry facilities 

Jan. 2011 -- ICR data collection complete 

Oct./Nov. 2011-- Options selection 

June 2012-- NPRM 
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Jan. 2014 -- Final Rule 

Mary T. Smith, Director 
Engineering and Analysis Division 
U.S. EPA 
1200 PA Ave., NW (4303T) 
Washington, D.C. 20460 
Phone: 202-566-1056 
Fax: 202-566-1053 
http:/ /www.epa.gov /waterscience 
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To: CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Ce: CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa .gov]; N=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov]; Seth Oster" 
[oster.seth@epa.gov]; N=Steve Owens/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Bee: [] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 9/15/2009 2:18:29 PM 
Subject: Re: TSCA memo 

great and yes 

From: Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, "Seth Oster" 
<oster.seth@epa.gov>, Steve Owens/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/15/2009 10:13 AM 
Subject: Re: TSCA memo 

I've added this paragraph to the memo. Thoughts? The memo is also attached. One question to ponder. 
Given the state of discussions, should we cc Larry Summers and Peter Orzag to this memo? 

At this point, many of the caucuses (Blue Dogs, New Democrats, etc.) have not taken a position on this 
issue. However, the environmental community, as well as the American Chemistry Council, has started a 
campaign on the Hill for TSCA reform, and have begun engaging with members on the need for are
authorization. While there will always be opposition to any environmental initiative, the widespread 
support for the need for reform makes TSCA reform an eventual likelihood. The ultimate passage of the 
bill could be similar to the Food Quality Protection Act (FQPA), which passed in 1996 and was one of the 
first environmental and health statutes that focused on risk. Specifically, in 1996, a series of reports by 
the National Research Council prompted concern over food safety and led to sufficient legislative 
momentum to pass FQPA during a Republican controlled Congress. We are at a similar time now with 
public awareness of problems with chemicals such as Bisphenol A. 

ARVIN R. GANESAN 
Deputy Associate Administrator 
Congressional Affairs 
Office of the Administrator 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Ganesan.Arvin@epa.gov 
(p) 202.564.5200 
(f) 202.501.1519 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Bob 
Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Steve Owens/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, "Seth Oster" <oster.seth@epa.gov> 
Date: 09/14/2009 06:36 PM 
Subject: Re: TSCA memo 
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Just read it. I think it is good. 

In the political section- can you handicap the votes? Any caucuses opposed? Where are the blue dogs? If they 
haven't engaged or taken a position, that's good. The key issue is whether this can and should be characterized as 
a sure legislative win. 

I like your treatment of cost-benefit. 

I will forward it to Seth to see if we should mention my 9/29 speech to the Commonwealth Club as a firm deadline. 

From: Arvin Ganesan 
Sent: 09/14/2009 06:18 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; Bob Sussman; Steve Owens 
Subject: Fw: TSCA memo 

Apparently the last emails attachment didn't work. Try this, which should. 

Sent from my Blackberry Wireless Device 

From: Arvin Ganesan C~~~~~~~~~~~~-~~~~fEd~~~i~~~~~~~J 
Sent: 09/14/2009 06:16 PM AST 
To: Arvin Ganesan 
Subject: TSCA memo 
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CONFIDENTIAL MEMORANDUM 

TO: Rahm Emanuel 
Jim Messina 
Pete Rouse 
Phil Schiliro 

FROM: 
DATE: 
SUBJECT: 

Lisa Jackson 
September 9, 2009 
US Chemical Policy 

Deliberative 
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To: CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Peter 
Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Peter Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: "Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 9/15/2009 4:44:49 PM 
Subject: Re: Google Alert - lisa jackson epa 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 
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-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/15/2009 11:42 AM EDT 
To: Peter Silva 
Cc: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: Google Alert- lisa jackson epa 

~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

' ' i i 
! Deliberative ! 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 
Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
-----Forwarded by Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US on 09/15/2009 11:40 AM-----

From: Macara Lousberg/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Allyn Brooks-
LaSure/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Seth Oster/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Peter Silva/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/15/2009 08:47AM 
Subject: Fw: Google Alert- lisa jackson epa 

Pete Silva has asked me to forward to you the list of milestones below for the steam electric ELG action. If 
you have any questions, please let me know. 

Macara 

Macara Lousberg 
Acting Director 
Water Policy Staff 
Office of Water 
phone: 202-564-5576 
fax: 202-564-0500 
email: lousberg.macara@epa.gov 

-----Forwarded by Macara Lousberg/DC/USEPA/US on 09/15/2009 08:44AM-----

From: Maryt Smith/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Macara Lousberg/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Ephraim King/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Josh Haii/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Ronald 
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Jordan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Richard Reding/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/14/2009 05:27 PM 
Subject: Re: Fw: Google Alert- lisa jackson epa 

Here is a short list of milestones: 

Oct. 2009 --First FR notice to solicit public comment on EPA's intent to collect information under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act. 60 day public comment then required second FR notice with 30 day public comment period. After 
this OMB approval of the Information Data Collection (ICR) request and ICR data collection from industry. 

April-- November 2010 --wastewater sampling at industry facilities 

Jan. 2011 -- ICR data collection complete 

Oct./Nov. 2011-- Options selection 

June 2012-- NPRM 

Jan. 2014 -- Final Rule 

Mary T. Smith, Director 
Engineering and Analysis Division 
U.S. EPA 
1200 PA Ave., NW (4303T) 
Washington, D.C. 20460 
Phone: 202-566-1056 
Fax: 202-566-1053 
http:/ /www.epa.gov /waterscience 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Adora Andy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 9/15/2009 6:27:22 PM 
Re: FYI - new letter on Carlin from Sensenbrenner 

Its simply not true. 

-----Original Message----
From: Adora Andy 
Sent: 09/15/2009 02:22 PM EDT 
To: Arvin Ganesan 
Cc: Allyn Brooks-LaSure; David Mcintosh; Diane Thompson; Gina McCarthy; Lisa Heinzerling; Richard 

Windsor; Scott Fulton; Seth Oster 
Subject: Re: FYI- new letter on Carlin from Sensenbrenner 

I just got a call on it from NYT. 
They want to know if we're restructuring NCEE because of Carlin as they say this this letter alleges. 

Adora Andy 
Press Secretary 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Office of Public Affairs 
202-564-2715 
andy.adora@epa.gov 

From: Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Seth Oster/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Adora 
Andy/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Allyn Brooks-LaSure/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, David 
Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Scott Fulton/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, 
Gina McCarthy/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/15/2009 02:18 PM 
Subject: FYI- new letter on Carlin from Sensenbrenner 

Below is a new letter from Sensenbrenner and lssa on Carlin. He focuses on two things- 1) the reports of 
NCEE's re-organization and 2) the fact that we withheld documents as deliberative. Not unexpected. 

ARVIN R. GANESAN 
Deputy Associate Administrator 
Congressional Affairs 
Office of the Administrator 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Ganesan.Arvin@epa.gov 
(p) 202.564.5200 
(f) 202.501.1519 
-----Forwarded by Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US on 09/15/2009 02:12PM-----

From: 
To: 
Date: 

"Freedhoff, Michal" <Michai.Freedhoff@mail.house.gov> 
Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/15/2009 02:02 PM 
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Subject: FW: EPA Reorganization Renews Concerns about Suppression of Opposing Views 

Michal IIana Freedhoff, Ph.D. 
Policy Director 
Office of Representative Edward J. Markey (D-MA) 
2108 Rayburn House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515 
202-225-2836 

Sign-up to receive e-updates from Rep. Markey at 
http:/ /markey.house.gov/signup 

From: Burnham-Snyder, Eben 
Sent: Tuesday, September 15, 2009 1:58 PM 
To: Bausch, Camilla; Baussan, Danielle; Beauvais, Joel; Brodsky, Aliya; 
CadenasMolina, Alma; Chenault, Jacqueline; Connell, Ellen; Duncan, Jeff; 
Freedhoff, Michal; Gray, Morgan; lntern1GW; lntern2GW; lntern3GW; 
lntern4GW; lntern5GW; Kenny, Shannon; Malvadkar, Partha; Phillips, 
Jonathan; Reilly, Daniel; Sharp, Jeff; Unruh-Cohen, Ana; Waldron, Gerry 
Subject: FW: EPA Reorganization Renews Concerns about Suppression of 
Opposing Views 

FYI 

From: Global Warming-GOPNews 
Sent: Tuesday, September 15, 2009 1:57 PM 
To: Global Warming-GOPNews 
Subject: EPA Reorganization Renews Concerns about Suppression of 
Opposing Views 

U.S. House of Representatives 

Select Committee on Energy Independence and Global Warming 
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F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr., Ranking Republican 

http:/ /republicans.globalwarming.house.gov/ 

News Advisory 

For Immediate Release 
Contact: Terry Lane 

September 15, 2009 
(202) 225-0110 

EPA Reorganization Renews Concerns about Suppression of Opposing Views 

Sensenbrenner, lssa Ask EPA's Jackson for Critical Information 

Washington, D.C.- If the Environmental Protection Agency enacts a 
reported restructuring plan, the agency will weaken its ability to weigh 
the economic impact of its regulatory proposals and raise more concerns 
that it is trying to suppress internal opposition to proposed climate 
rules, Rep. Jim Sensenbrenner, R-Wis., and Rep. Darrell lssa, R-Calif., 
wrote in a letter to EPA Administrator Lisa Jackson. 

Recent news reports show EPA is working to remove all scientists from 
the agency's National Center for Environmental Economics (NCEE), which 
provides EPA with economic analysis of proposed rules and regulations. 
Sensenbrenner and lssa said the news reports confirmed the concerns 
about reorganizing NCEE they raised with Jackson in a July 17 letter 
that requested documents and interviews with key EPA staff. 

"Separating science from economic analysis will be bad news for 
taxpayers and for the economy," said Sensenbrenner, Ranking Republican 
on the House Select Committee on Energy Independence and Global Warming. 
"Regulation is a balancing act. What is the potential harm and what are 
the potential costs of action? By removing scientists from its economic 
office, EPA destroys this balance. Without scientific expertise, the 
economists cannot credibly analyze costs. The result will be more 
regulation and more costs to taxpayers without any idea whether these 
costs are justified." 

Sensenbrenner and lssa have said they are alarmed that a report from 
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NCEE economist Dr. Alan Carlin, which raised questions about some of the 
science EPA was using to bolster its proposed climate regulations, was 
kept out of EPA's record because it failed to support Administration 
policy. They said the proposed restructure could be part of an effort to 
retaliate against Dr. Carlin and others who raise scientific challenges 
to Administrative policy goals. 

"EPA is moving swiftly to consolidate its power over U.S. energy 
production through regulation of C02 and other GHGs under the Clean Air 
Act. The NCEE was an internal stumbling block that raised concerns 
about an ideologically driven agenda. Now EPA is taking actions to 
dismantle the office," said lssa, the Ranking Republican on the 
Oversight and Government Reform Committee. "This proposal reeks of 
Chicago style politics- eliminating voices that dared to question." 

"This action sends a message to Dr. Carlin and scientists at EPA, 'Get 
behind the Administration's political goals or suffer the 
consequences,"' Sensenbrenner said. 

Internal EPA e-mails show Dr. Carlin's report was excluded from EPA's 
record after the NCEE director said that the agency had decided to move 
forward on its climate regulations and that his report did not help "the 
legal or policy case for the decision." In the July 17 letter to EPA, 
Sensenbrenner and lssa said interviews with EPA staff showed that 
submitting the report may have negatively impacted NCEE and undermined 
its role in the agency. 

EPA has supplied some documents to committee staff, but withheld others. 
"EPA has proposed the largest regulatory effort in history. Our 
committees have uncovered irregularities with the process and it is 
imperative that these issues are fully investigated and resolved before 
the deliberative process is complete," Sensenbrenner and lssa wrote. 

"This isn't about one director excluding the work of one employee," 
Sensenbrenner said. "This is about a culture within EPA where economic 
analysis is unwelcome. Several studies show that regulating greenhouse 
gas emissions will raise energy prices and negatively impact our 
economy, so it's critical that policy makers have useful scientific and 
economic analysis. Economic considerations not only help policy makers 
determine when to act, but also, how best to act when it becomes clear 
that regulation is necessary. If EPA weakens NCEE, taxpayers will pay a 
very heavy price." 
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The letter is attached: 

September 14, 2009 

The Honorable Lisa Jackson 

Administrator 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20460 

Dear Administrator Jackson: 

On two prior occasions we have expressed concern about questionable 
activities at the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) with respect to 
the proposed endangerment finding to regulate greenhouse gasses (GHGs) 
under the Clean Air Act (CAA). According to recent media reports, EPA 
is working to remove all scientists from the National Center for 
Environmental Economics (NCEE), decoupling the science from the 
economics and therefore marginalizing the office. As you are aware, 
NCEE is also at the center of our investigation into EPA's treatment of 
Dr. Alan Carlin and his work on the proposed endangerment finding. 

In a letter dated July 17, 2009, we expressed concern that EPA was 
proceeding on a predetermined course to propose and finalize an 
endangerment finding for GHGs and was erecting hurdles to limit opposing 
viewpoints. We also expressed alarm over treatment of Dr. Alan Carlin, 
a 37 year career civil servant. Dr. Carlin has a long history of 
working on climate change policy and was considered a valuable resource 
by his peers. As a participant in the internal agency review process, 
he drafted a report critical of the Technical Support Document (TSD), 
which provides the scientific basis for the endangerment finding. 
However, Dr. Carlin's supervisor, Dr. AI McGartland, suppressed his 
report, in part, because Dr. McGartland feared that "submitting it for 
the record would have negatively impacted NCEE and undermined its role 
within EPA." 

Substantial evidence suggests that EPA has in fact taken retaliatory 
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actions against Dr. Carlin. Dr. Carlin has been prohibited from working 
on climate change issues and has been reassigned to menial tasks. With 
the proposed "reorganization" of NCEE, it now appears that Dr. 
McGartland's concerns for retaliation against NCEE were also well 
founded. 

In the July 17 letter, we requested that EPA produce specific documents 
that would help us develop a more informed understanding of whether 
officials at EPA behaved inappropriately. We received delivery of 
select documents on September 3, 2009. EPA, however, expressly withheld 
certain responsive documents, citing both privacy concerns of personnel 
and deliberative process. 

We are sensitive to privacy concerns and are willing to make reasonable 
accommodations. Sensitive information not relevant to our investigation 
could be redacted. Alternatively, our staff could review certain 
sensitive documents in camera. 

Withholding responsive documents because of EPA's deliberative process 
is simply unacceptable. EPA has proposed the largest regulatory effort 
in history. Our committees have uncovered irregularities with that 
process, and it is imperative that these issues are fully investigated 
and resolved before the deliberative process is complete. For this 
reason, Congress has never recognized a deliberative process exemption 
from the executive branch. 

Moreover, recent media reports have renewed our concerns that EPA plans 
to dismantle NCEE by removing all scientific staff, decoupling the 
science from the economics and therefore marginalizing the office. As a 
recent editorial in the Washington Times pointed out, such a move would 
"undermine the entire reason for its existence namely 'researching 
environmental health issues to improve risk assessment data used in 
economic analyses for [new regulatory] rules."' 

If NCEE cannot weigh scientific evidence, it will not have a basis for 
advising the Administrator on the economic impact of proposed 
regulations. Such a move would impair the Administrator's ability to 
determine if the cost of a regulation exceeded its benefits. This 
concern was first articulated in our July 17, 2009 letter. 

At a time when American families and businesses are facing unparalleled 
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financial challenges, EPA should not deliberately impair its ability to 
analyze the economy-wide impact of its regulatory actions. This is 
especially true in light of the negative impacts that regulation of GHGs 
under the CAA will have on our economy. 

The Obama Administration has repeatedly lauded the need for transparency 
in government and sound science, but gutting NCEE leaves the 
unmistakable impression that EPA is silencing the only office that 
raised serious and legitimate concerns over the proposed endangerment 
finding. When combined with the marginalization of Dr. Carlin, we have 
no choice but to remain deeply concerned that EPA is acting to eliminate 
all internal opposition to its political agenda of regulating GHGs under 
the CAA. Given these serious concerns, we request again that all 
responsive documents be produced and the requested briefings provided. 

Please contact Kristina Moore, Senior Counsel, House 
Oversight and Government Reform Committee or Bart Forsyth, Staff 
Director, House Select Committee on Energy Independence and Global 
Warming to set up a briefing regarding the reorganization of the NCEE. 
Please deliver documents requested in our July 17 letter no later than 
September 24, 2009. 

Sincerely, 

Darrell lssa 
James Sensenbrenner, Jr. 

Ranking Member 
Member 

Committee on Oversight 
Committee on Energy Independence 

and Government Reform 
Warming 

F. 

Ranking 

Select 

and Global 
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cc: The Honorable Edolphus Towns, Chairman 

The Honorable Ed Markey, Chairman 

#### 

[attachment "winmail.dat" deleted by Adora Andy/DC/USEPA/US] [attachment "message_body.rtf" deleted by 
Adora Andy/DC/USEPA/US] [attachment "imageOOl.png" deleted by Adora Andy/DC/USEPA/US] 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Marcia Mulkey/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 9/15/2009 7:55:52 PM 
Re: Thank you so much 

Thanks Marcia. Not just for your words, which true to form, are thoughtful, gracious and inspiring. But 
also for your hard work to protect human health and the environment. 

-----Original Message----

From: Marcia Mulkey 
Sent: 09/15/2009 03:01 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Thank you so much 

Lisa, 

Thank you so much for inviting me into your transition and giving me this marvelous front row seat to 
watch you take the reins of the Agency and assemble your team. It has been one of the most heartening 
and exhilarating periods in the Agency's history (and I know a few things about the periods of the 
Agency's history). I think you have chosen some terrific people and I count myself lucky, both personally 
and professionally, to have gotten to know so many of them. It will, I am confident, contribute a lot to my 
continued effectiveness. 

Speaking of which, thank you so much for giving me the opportunity to serve (again) as Regional Counsel 
in Region Ill. It is a magnificent agency job, and one where I believe I can sustain a substantial period of 
further service. As you know, the RC's sit at the intersection of much of the Agency's business. In a role

appropriate way, I look forward to lending my efforts to a host of important challenges and tasks. And Bill 
Early is rock solid. As a person and as a professional. I am thrilled to work with him again. 

I think you are off to a wonderful start. And you are probably only going to get better and better. Scary. 

If there is anything you need me for, you need only ask. But know that I will be doing my part to try to be 
sure you and we succeed from where I gratefully sit. 

Best, 
Marcia 

P. S. Lisa Heinzerling is doing a terrific job in OPEl. Inspired choice. 

Marcia E. Mulkey 
Acting Deputy Associate Administrator 
Office of Policy, Economics, and Innovation 
202-564-4332 

CONFIDENTIAL: THIS TRANSMISSION MAY CONTAIN ENFORCEMENT SENSITIVE, DELIBERATIVE, A DORNEY
CLIENT, ATIORNEY-WORK PRODUCT OR OTHERWISE PRIVILEGED MATERIAL. DO NOT RELEASE UNDER 
FOIA WITHOUT APPROPRIATE REVIEW. IF THIS MESSAGE HAS BEEN RECEIVED BY YOU IN ERROR, YOU ARE 
INSTRUCTED PLEASE TO DELETE THIS MESSAGE FROM YOUR MACHINE AND ALL STORAGE MEDIA 
WHETHER ELECTRONIC OR HARD COPY. 
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To: CN=Marygrace Galston/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 9/15/2009 7:56:43 PM 
Subject: Re: Todd Atkinson 

.--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

! Deliberative i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

-----Original Message----
From: Marygrace Galston 
Sent: 09/15/2009 03:48 PM EDT 
To: Lisa Heinzerling; Diane Thompson 
Cc: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Todd Atkinson 

Apparently USDA. I am getting more information. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/15/2009 03:46 PM EDT 
To: Diane Thompson 
Cc: Marygrace Galston; Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Todd Atkinson 

Hasn't told me. 

From: Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Marygrace Galston/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/15/2009 03:44 PM 
Subject: Re: Todd Atkinson 

Not that I know ..... Lisa? 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 

From: Marygrace Galston/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Diane Thompson" <Thompson.Diane@epamail.epa.gov> 
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Date: 09/15/2009 02:12 PM 
Subject: Todd Atkinson 

Just got word from the White House that he going to another agency. Has he let EPA know yet? 

2 

EPA-00 13430002816-0002 



To: CN=Katharine Gage/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US From: 

Sent: Tue 9/15/2009 11 :22:32 PM 
Subject: Re: Sustainability Tour- FYI 

Tx 

-----Original Message----
From: Katharine Gage 
Sent: 09/15/2009 07:19 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson 
Cc: Sarah Pallone; Lisa Heinzerling; Seth Oster; David Mcintosh; Arvin Ganesan 
Subject: Sustainability Tour- FYI 

FYI- Secretary Donovan has been called to a meeting on the hill Thursday morning and has made the 
decision to miss the first leg of the Sustainability/Livability tour (Brownfields visit and Metropolitain 
Planning Keynote in Chicago). 

He will be re-joining at Chicago Midway for the flight to Dubuque and the rest of the trip. 

Let me know if there are any questions. 

Kate 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

D 

CN=Katharine Gage/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/16/20091:19:51 AM 
Re: Jack and Jill - Next Week 

-----Original Message----
From: Katharine Gage 
Sent: 09/15/2009 09:13 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Jack and Jill- Next Week 

Administrator, 
Jack and Jill of America, Inc. National President Moore-Bowels will be in town next week for the Jack and 
Jill National Summit. She is wondering if you would be interested in doing a meeting with her and some of 
the girls from the program on the Hill and/or addressing the conference. 

Would you be interested in meeting with Ms. Moore-Bowels or addressing the conference? OPA 
recommendation is high that you do one of the two but we don't think you need to do both. 

Thank you, 

Kate 

1 

EPA-00 13430002818-0001 



To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Katharine Gage/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/16/2009 1 :40:4 7 AM 
Re: Jack and Jill - Next Week 

Sorry. I think that I should do the speech and then offer 10- 15 minutes meet and greet just before or 
after to the President. Not sure how or why my message got cut off. Lj 

-----Original Message----
From: Katharine Gage 
Sent: 09/15/2009 09:38 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Jack and Jill- Next Week 

Sorry, do you mean to decline both? Just checking. 

Thank you, 
Kate 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 09/15/2009 09:19 PM EDT 
To: Katharine Gage 
Subject: Re: Jack and Jill- Next Week 

D 

-----Original Message----
From: Katharine Gage 
Sent: 09/15/2009 09:13 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Jack and Jill- Next Week 

Administrator, 
Jack and Jill of America, Inc. National President Moore-Bowels will be in town next week for the Jack and 
Jill National Summit. She is wondering if you would be interested in doing a meeting with her and some of 
the girls from the program on the Hill and/or addressing the conference. 

Would you be interested in meeting with Ms. Moore-Bowels or addressing the conference? OPA 
recommendation is high that you do one of the two but we don't think you need to do both. 

Thank you, 

Kate 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Thank YOU. 

CN=Katharine Gage/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/16/2009 1 :44:43 AM 
Re: Jack and Jill - Next Week 

-----Original Message----
From: Katharine Gage 
Sent: 09/15/2009 09:43 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Jack and Jill- Next Week 

Will do- thanks. 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 09/15/2009 09:40 PM EDT 
To: Katharine Gage 
Subject: Re: Jack and Jill- Next Week 

Sorry. I think that I should do the speech and then offer 10- 15 minutes meet and greet just before or 
after to the President. Not sure how or why my message got cut off. Lj 

-----Original Message----
From: Katharine Gage 
Sent: 09/15/2009 09:38 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Jack and Jill- Next Week 

Sorry, do you mean to decline both? Just checking. 

Thank you, 
Kate 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 09/15/2009 09:19 PM EDT 
To: Katharine Gage 
Subject: Re: Jack and Jill- Next Week 

D 

-----Original Message----
From: Katharine Gage 
Sent: 09/15/2009 09:13 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Jack and Jill- Next Week 

Administrator, 
Jack and Jill of America, Inc. National President Moore-Bowels will be in town next week for the Jack and 
Jill National Summit. She is wondering if you would be interested in doing a meeting with her and some of 
the girls from the program on the Hill and/or addressing the conference. 
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Would you be interested in meeting with Ms. Moore-Bowels or addressing the conference? OPA recommendation 
is high that you do one of the two but we don't think you need to do both. 

Thank you, 

Kate 
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To: CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Lisa Heinzerling" 
[heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov]; Lisa Heinzerling" [heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov]; Bob Sussman" 
[Sussman.bob@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 9/16/2009 8:12:53 AM 
Subject: Re: NSPS for Coal Prep Units 

Cool. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Gina McCarthy 
Sent: 09/16/2009 01:03AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; "Lisa Heinzerling" <Heinzerling.Lisa@EPA.GOV>; "Bob Sussman" 

<Sussman.bob@EPA.GOV> 
Subject: NSPS for Coal Prep Units 

Just a heads up given recent conversations about NSPS and ghgs. 

We have a court ordered deadline on an NSPS Rule for Coal Prep Units that is pretty narrow in scope and 
not a high priority. However, the advocates have pushed to include ghgs, so I wanted to let you know 
about it. In this instance, these units are not large sources of ghg emissions (which the enviros now 

a c knowledge ll.~.~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~~~~l~~~~tl~~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~.J 
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If you want more info or have concerns let me know. The decisions is about a week away. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Vcool! 

CN=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/16/2009 11:15:29 AM 
Re: 

-----Original Message----
From: Seth Oster 
Sent: 09/16/2009 06:47AM EDT 
To: windsor.richard@epa.gov; Diane Thompson; Lisa Heinzerling; Bob Sussman; David Mcintosh; Gina 

McCarthy; Bob Perciasepe; Arvin Ganesan 
Cc: "Allyn Brooks-LaSure" <brooks-lasure.allyn@epa.gov>; Adora Andy 

Below is an editorial in today's NY Times. Bob Semple (who authored it) told me they wanted to make the 
point that there is a parallel regulatory process to legislation now well underway). This will be helpful to 
our efforts to place an oped on Monday. 

Seth 

NEW YORK TIMES 

Editorial 

Some Bad Climate News and Some Good Senators Barbara Boxer and John Kerry have delayed the 
introduction of their long-awaited climate change bill until the end of this month - one more sign that 
Congress will be hard pressed to get a bill to President Obama's desk before the international summit on 
global warming in Stockholm in December. The chances of action this year, never all that good, are even 
slimmer now that the White House and the Senate leadership have pretty much agreed to keep 
controversial issues - and a bill limiting greenhouse gas emissions certainly falls into that category- on 
the back burner until the health care debate is resolved. Though smart politics, it is a disappointment to 
everyone who hoped that the United States would be able to go to Stockholm with a clear strategy in 
hand. All is not lost. The Environmental Protection Agency is rolling out rules that, when fully effective, 
could place limits on at least half the greenhouse gas emissions emitted in this country.On Tuesday, the 
E.P.A. and the Department of Transportation jointly proposed standards to improve fuel economy and 
reduce carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gas emissions in all new cars and light trucks beginning with 
the model year 2012. The E.P.A. has already sent the White House preliminary proposals involving the 
regulation of carbon dioxide from large stationary sources, including refineries and power plants. The 
agency also continues to fine-tune its finding formally declaring that carbon dioxide and other greenhouse 
gases constitute a danger to human health and welfare. Under the Clean Air Act, an {{endangerment 
finding" must be made before final rules limiting emissions can take effect. Nobody, including the E.P.A. 
administrator, Lisa Jackson, believes that one agency can address the complex problem of climate change. 
Ultimately, Congress will have to produce robust legislation authorizing major public investments in 
alternative energy sources and putting a price on carbon to unlock private investment.That is just what 
the climate change bill approved by the House aims to do and what Senators Boxer and Kerry eventually 
hope to do with their bill. In the meantime, however, smart regulation can get the ball rolling and, we 
hope, goad Congress into action 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/16/2009 4:42:00 PM 
Re: 

Wanted clarification of the language in the op-ed. Said that 2 yrs ago, the Sup Ct rules that GHG endanger 
human health. That sounded like an overstep. Seth will call you. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/16/2009 12:35 PM EDT 
To: "Lisa Jackson" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 

I'm available if you need me. 
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To: CN=Scott Fulton/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 9/16/2009 7:05:39 PM 
Subject: Re: EPA Overtarget request 

Tx! 

-----Original Message----
From: Scott Fulton 
Sent: 09/16/2009 02:26 PM EDT 
To: Bob Perciasepe 
Cc: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: EPA Overtarget request 

Fyi. Thought it might be good to put down a marker on this. We can fill in the details when we have 
2010/2011 crosswalk more clearly framed. Positive response from Sally as you can see. 

----- Origin a I Mess age ---~:.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
From: II E ri csso n, Sally C. 'L .. ·-·-·-···=-·-·~«:~S..~.~.~!.~r~.'!'~~L.,.-·~-·-·---.1 
Sent: 09/16/2009 01:46 PM AST 
To: Scott Fulton 
Subject: RE: EPA Overtarget request 

Couldn't miss it. Looking at SRFs makes a lot of sense. 

Sally 

-----Original Message-----
From: Fulton.Scott@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Fulton.Scott@epamail.epa.gov] 
Sent: Wednesday, September 16, 2009 1:44 PM 
To: Ericsson, Sally C. 
Subject: Re: EPA Overtarget request 

Sure. Fyi, don't know whether you saw the piece in the Times over the weekend about water 
enforcement, but we're thinking through whether there should be a budget response to this, principally in 
the direction of getting the States more money for water enforcement work. Will try to get back to you 
soon with some thoughts in this regard. Note that we may look to the SRFs as a source of such funding 
rather than pursuing as a supplemental. 
Until soon, Scott 

-----Original Message-----

From: II E ri csso n I Sally c .11 c~~~~~~~~~~~~~~r-~~~~~I~f.~~~~~i~~~~~~~~~~~J 
Sent: 09/16/2009 12:48 PM AST 
To: Scott Fulton 
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Cc: Maryann Froehlich; Bob Perciasepe; Peter Silva; Gina McCarthy 
Subject: RE: EPA Overtarget request 

Thanks. This is helpful! 

Sally 

-----Original Message-----
From: Fulton.Scott@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Fulton.Scott@epamail.epa.gov] 

Sent: Wednesday, September 16, 2009 11:52 AM 
To: Ericsson, Sally C. 
Cc: Froehlich.Maryann@epamail.epa.gov; Perciasepe.Bob@epamail.epa.gov; Silva.Peter@epamail.epa.gov; 
McCarthy.Gina@epamail.epa.gov 
Subject: Fw: EPA Overtarget request 

Hi Sally: Thank you again for the opportunity to discuss EPA's FY 2011 budget request with you and your staff. 

As I mentioned in our briefing with you last week, I am sending three overtarget requests to address critical gaps in 
our work on important environmental issues: 

-significant resources for our tribal partners to help move their level of environmental protection to parity with 
the rest of the US; 
-additional work needed to move the nation to a clean energy economy and address climate change; and 
-an enhanced community-level approach to modifying development patterns to mitigate air emissions and water 
run off through up front design. 

Our senior leaders will provide information about these areas at their hearings which begin this week, but of 
course I am happy to discuss them directly with you as well. 

(See attached file: EPA_FY_2011_0vertarget_Proposals.pdf) 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Tx 

CN=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/16/2009 7:08:46 PM 
Re: Cap and Trade Estimates from Treasury 

-----Original Message----
From: Seth Oster 
Sent: 09/16/2009 03:04PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Arvin Ganesan; David Mcintosh; Diane Thompson; Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Bob 

Perciasepe; Bob Sussman; Lisa Heinzerling; Gina McCarthy 
Subject: Cap and Trade Estimates from Treasury 

This is a CBS news story being pumped now by Drudge ... you should read 

The Obama administration has privately concluded that a cap and trade law would cost American 
taxpayers up to $200 billion a year, the equivalent of hiking personal income taxes by about 15 percent. 

A previously unreleased analysis prepared by the U.S. Department of Treasury says the total in new taxes 
would be between $100 billion to $200 billion a year. At the upper end of the administration's estimate, 
the cost per American household would be an extra $1,761 a year. 

A second memorandum, which was prepared for Obama's transition team after the November election, 
says this about climate change policies: "Economic costs will likely be on the order of 1 percent of GOP, 
making them equal in scale to all existing environmental regulation." 

The documents (PDF) were obtained under the Freedom of Information Act by the free-market 
Competitive Enterprise Institute and released on Tuesday. 

These disclosures will probably not aid the political prospects of the Democrats' cap and trade bill. The 
House of Representatives approved it by a remarkably narrow margin in June-- the bill would have failed 
if only six House members had switched their votes to "no"-- and it faces significant opposition in the 
Senate. 

One reason the bill faces an uncertain future is concern about its cost. House Republican Leader John 
Boehner has estimated the additional tax bill would be at $366 billion a year, or $3,100 a year per family. 
Democrats have pointed to estimates from MIT's John Reilly, who put the cost at $800 a year per family, 
and noted that tax credits to low income households could offset part of the bite. The Heritage 
Foundation says that, by 2035, "the typical family of four will see its direct energy costs rise by over 
$1,500 per year." 
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One difference is that while Heritage's numbers are talking about 26 years in the future, the Treasury 
Department's figures don't have a time limit. 

"Heritage is saying publicly what the administration is saying to itself privately," says Christopher Horner, a senior 
fellow at the Competitive Enterprise Institute who filed the FOIA request. "It's nice to see they're not spinning each 
other behind closed doors." 

"They're not telling you the cost-- they're not telling you the benefit," says Horner, who wrote the Politically 
Incorrect Guide to Global Warming. "If they don't tell you the cost, and they don't tell you the benefit, what are 
they telling you? They're just talking about global salvation." 

The FOIA'd document written by Judson Jaffe, who joined the Treasury Department's Office of Environment and 
Energy in January 2009, says: "Given the administration's proposal to auction all emission allowances, a cap-and
trade program could generate federal receipts on the order of $100 to $200 billion annually." (Obviously, any final 
cap-and-trade system may be different from what Obama had proposed, and could yield higher or lower taxes.) 

Because personal income tax revenues bring in around $1.37 trillion a year, a $200 billion additional tax would be 
the equivalent of a 15 percent increase a year. A $100 billion additional tax would represent a 7 or 8 percent 
increase a year. 

Update 9/16/2009: The Environmental Defense Fund has responded to the documents' release with a statement 
saying, in part: 
Even if a 100 percent auction was a live legislative proposal, which it's not, that math ignores the redistribution of 
revenue back to consumers. It only looks at one side of the balance sheet. It would only be true if you think the 
Administration was going to pile all the cash on the White House lawn and set it on fire. 

The bill passed by the House sends the value of pollution permits to consumers, and it contains robust cost
containment provisions. Every credible and independent economic analysis of the American Clean Energy and 
Security Act (such as those done by the non-partisan Congressional Budget Office, the Energy Information 
Administration, and the Environmental Protection Agency) says the costs will be small and affordable-- and that 
the U.S. economy will grow with a cap on carbon. 

Seth Oster 
Associate Administrator 
Office of Public Affairs 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(202) 564-1918 
oster.seth @epa.gov 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/16/2009 8:04:05 PM 
Re: One on One with Laura Yoshii 

Pope cld bring peeps 

-----Original Message----
From: Seth Oster 
Sent: 09/16/2009 03:53 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: One on One with Laura Yoshii 

We're trying to set up the meeting for you with Carl Pope Monday mid-afternoon after your Carfyle Group 
lunch. I'll suggest that the two of you have your one-on-one after that, presuming that she'll go with you 
to see Pope. 

Seth Oster 
Associate Administrator 
Office of Public Affairs 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(202) 564-1918 
oster.seth @epa.gov 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
Seth Oster/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/16/2009 03:41 PM 

Subject: Re: One on One with Laura Yoshii 

Yup 

-----Original Message----
From: Seth Oster 
Sent: 09/16/2009 03:29 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: One on One with Laura Yoshii 

Quick matter .... Laura Yoshii asked me if I could arrange for her to spend 30 minutes with you one-on-one 
in SF. I assume it's general-- just face time with the boss, but I didn't ask and she didn't give more details. 
You do have time on Monday, either in the morning or afternoon. I haven't responded beyond saying I 
would get back to her. Let me know if you'd like me to arrange it. 

Seth 

Seth Oster 
Associate Administrator 
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Office of Public Affairs 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(202) 564-1918 
oster.seth @epa.gov 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Great. Tx 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/16/2009 10:14:48 PM 
Re: 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/16/2009 06:05 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Seth Oster; Gina McCarthy 

I've spoken to OMB several times today about the tailoring rule. They now understand the timing 
constraints and the level of interest in having them conclude review very soon. (Getting them to this point 
took a little while.) They want a meeting tomorrow on legal issues regarding the rule. I don't take the 
scheduling of a meeting to be inconsistent with prompt conclusion of their review, but I wanted you to 
know we're not out of the woods yet. 
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To: 
From: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 

Sent: Wed 9/16/2009 10:14:59 PM 
Subject: Re: GHG reporting rule 

Congrats! 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/16/2009 06:06 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Gina McCarthy; Seth Oster; David Mcintosh; Bob Perciasepe 
Subject: GHG reporting rule 

OMB has cleared this rule. 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
"Diane Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 9/17/2009 1 :24:08 PM 
Re: query 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

! Deliberative ! 
i i 

c~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~JD"i~~~--~-p·l-~~;~-~-~-k-·K~t~-t~-~~~~h--~~-t-thi~-~-~~~i-~-g·t·~-g~t·~--~~~-ti~-g-~ith-·-·-·-·; 
Todd/Jonathan Pershing on GHG regulatory strategy at EPA. 

-----Original Message----
From: Gina McCarthy 
Sent: 09/16/2009 07:20 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: query 

Take a look at the emails string below. Jonathan is pushing for info on what kind of GHG reductions we 

['":'choevethco:"ghc:e:g,:J::~~~:l:~:~~:~;!i"~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::]J 
-----Forwarded by Gina McCarthy/DC/USEPA/US on 09/16/2009 07:14PM-----

From: 
To: 
Date: 

"Pershing, Jonathan" <PershingJ@state.gov> 
Gina McCarthy/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/15/2009 02:55 PM 

Subject: RE: query 

Ballpark now, with something robust when we go to Bangkok? Even something that totted up all the 
actions you've already taken (including today's announcement with DOT) would be useful. If not, do you 
have a sense of when we might be able to get some insight on such numbers? 

From: McCarthy.Gina@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:McCarthy.Gina@epamail.epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 15, 2009 2:53 PM 
To: Pershing, Jonathan 
Subject: Re: query 

I don't think any number we produced by Thursday would have any validity. 

From: "Pershing, Jonathan" [PershingJ@state.gov] 
Sent: 09/15/2009 02:48 PM AST 
To: Gina McCarthy 
Subject: RE: query 

Any chance we could have something by Thursday? 
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From: McCarthy.Gina@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:McCarthy.Gina@epamail.epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, September 15, 2009 2:29 PM 
To: Pershing, Jonathan 
Subject: Re: query 

We are looking at this now. What's your timeline? 

From: "Pershing, Jonathan" [PershingJ@state.gov] 
Sent: 09/15/2009 02:19 PM AST 
To: Gina McCarthy 
Subject: query 

Gina-
Do you have any way of calculating (even as a back-of-the-envelope assessment) the total emissions reductions 
that might be attributed to the variety of regulatory options available to the Agency? This would be particularly 
relevant in the case of no new legislation-though it might also supplement any legislation we might pass. I seem 
to recall an NGO suggesting that over the next few years (say through 2015 or 2017), such an approach could yield 
greater reductions than Waxman, as W-M allows for banking and has more modest near term reduction 
obligations. 
Thanks, 
Jonathan 
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To: CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Steve 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Steve 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Steve 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Steve Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Thur 9/17/2009 1:48:53 PM 
Subject: Re: TSCA Flexibility examples -- Principle 1 of TSCA Principles 

I can't open it for some reason. 
Can you cut and paste it into an email? Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/17/2009 08:39AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Diane Thompson; Arvin Ganesan; Lisa Heinzerling; Steve Owens 
Subject: TSCA Flexibility examples-- Principle 1 ofTSCA Principles 

Lisa-- We have developed the enclosed Q&A to illustrate how EPA would respond to questions about the 
role of flexibility in making risk management decisions on chemicals that do not meet the risk-based 
safety standard. This was a collaborative effort, with particularly good input from Lisa H and OPPTS. 

Let us know asap if you think this is ok. If so, we will forward to CEQ and then probably share with OIRA. 

Per CEQ's request, we are also working on a short paper describing different decision-making models that 
might be used to consider cost, alternatives, lost benefits etc. in a risk management framework. This 
would draw on the range of approaches that are reflected in different environmental and safety laws. Our 
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We'll keep you informed of any new information. 

Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 

[attachment "~WRD0004.doc" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 
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To: CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Steve 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Steve 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Steve 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Steve Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Thur 9/17/2009 1:52:46 PM 
Subject: Re: TSCA Flexibility examples -- Principle 1 of TSCA Principles 

Tx. The flexibility example looks great. Fire away. 

I want to see the decision-making nmodels paper before it goes to CEQ. 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/17/2009 08:39AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Diane Thompson; Arvin Ganesan; Lisa Heinzerling; Steve Owens 
Subject: TSCA Flexibility examples-- Principle 1 ofTSCA Principles 

Lisa-- We have developed the enclosed Q&A to illustrate how EPA would respond to questions about the 
role of flexibility in making risk management decisions on chemicals that do not meet the risk-based 
safety standard. This was a collaborative effort, with particularly good input from Lisa H and OPPTS. 

Let us know asap if you think this is ok. If so, we will forward to CEQ and then probably share with OIRA. 

Per CEQ's request, we are also working on a short paper describing different decision-making models that 
might be used to consider cost, alternatives, lost benefits etc. in a risk management framework. This 
would draw on the range of approaches that are reflected in different environmental and safety laws. i-o;l.ib~·;~~~~;·: 
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i i 

I Deliberative I 
i i 
i i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

We'll keep you informed of any new information. 

Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 

[attachment "~WRD0004.doc" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 9/17/2009 7:10:24 PM 
Re: Op-ed -- WH Version 

I like it less but it's generally not bad at all. Few things -i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·[feiTi>eratTve-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 
r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·"' 
i i 

I Deliberative I 
i i 
i i 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

-----Original Message----
From: Seth Oster 
Sent: 09/17/2009 02:52 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Op-ed -- WH Version 

Hi. We got edits back from the WH on the oped. They wanted to take the messaging higher-- as Anita 
put it, "move it to 20,000 foot from 3,000." Heavier focus on the economy and business angles. They 
didn't want to frontally take on the expected criticisms here-- they want to use that for response and on 
the WH blog. 

I'm gathering Gina and Lisa to review from a substantive level. Want to show you simultaneously because 
we need to get something to the Times shortly to review (they are waiting). 

Let me know what you think of this direction. 

Seth 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

Deliberat • IVe 
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To: "Allyn Brooks-Lasure" [Brooks-lasure.allyn@epa.gov]; Seth Oster" 
[oster.seth@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Thur9/17/2009 7:11:13 PM 
Subject: Fw: Capitol Hill Summit- Registration NOW OPEN - News from SCDG 

-----Original Message----
From: Mathy Stanislaus 
Sent: 09/17/2009 03:01 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Capitol Hill Summit- Registration NOW OPEN- News from SCDG 

Consider speaking at this event 

Having trouble viewing this email? www.sustainablecommunitydevelopmentgroup.org 
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Please accept our apology for any cross-posting, we're working on it. Thanks! 

REGISTRATION FEES: 
$295 Attendee 
$175 Student 
Click Here to Register Online 

ACCOMMODATIONS: 
Omni Shoreham Hotel: 
$229 per night. Call (202) 234-0700 or 1-800-THE-OMNI before 
September 22, 2009, ask for the "Capitol Hill Summit." room block. 
Click Here to make Your Online Hotel Reservation 

FOLLOW-UP LINKS: 

Capitol Hill Summit Web Site Click Here 

Capitol Hill Summit Online Registration Click Here 

Omni Shoreham Hotel Online Reservations Click Here 

Registration is 
NOW OPEN! 
For The Capitol Hill Summit 

The Capitol Hill Summit on Sustainable Communities, Environmental Justice and the New Economy Hosted by 
Honorable John E. Conyers, Jr. House of Representatives United States Congress will convene on October 15-16, 
2009 seizing this moment to impact the new green economy. In collaboration, the Alliance seeks to ensure that 
federal investments, including the budget and economic recovery efforts, advance sustainability by definition 
incorporating equity, addressing and meeting community needs. 

MEETING LOCATION 

2 

EPA-00 13430002833-0002 



Omni Shoreham Hotel 

Regency Ballroom 
2500 Calvert Street NW (at Connecticut Ave.) 

Washington, DC 20008 
Phone: (202) 234-0700 

Fax: (202)265-7972 

Omni Shoreham Hotel-Click Here for Website 

CONFERENCE AGENDA/TOPICS 
October 15-16, 2009 

Time: 8:30am- 5:00pm 

Registration will begin at 7:30am daily 

Continental Breakfast And Luncheon 

Will Be Served Daily. 

OCTOBER 15, 2009 

Morning 
SUSTAINABILITY AND SHARED PROSPERITY: INCLUSION IN THE GREEN ECONOMY 

-Achieving Sustainable Communities: 

Equity and Public Policy 
- Enterprise and Employment for 

the 21st Century 

-Wall Street, Credit, Green Jobs and 
Entrepreneurship 

-Mayors Roundtable: Localizing the 

Green Economy 

Afternoon 

SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES, FEDERAL COLLABORATION AND THE GREEN ECONOMY 
-Community Revitalization, Building Local 

Capacity and Promoting Engagement 
-Renewing the Built Environment: 

National Livability Strategy 
-The Federal Inter-Agency Workgroup 

on Sustainability: Linking US HUD, US 

DOT and US EPA 
-Environmental Roundtable: 

Eco-Leadership in the Green Economy 

Achieving Community Vitality: Environmental Justice in the Green Economy 
-Networking Reception 

OCTOBER 16, 2009 
Morning 

HEALTHY NEIGHBORHOODS, COMMUNITY 
WELL-BEING AND THE GREEN ECONOMY 

-Healthy Communities 
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-Equitable Development and 
the Color of Green 

-Transportation, Smart Growth and the New Energy Future 
-Climate Change: Moving Towards a National Policy 

Afternoon 
HEALTHY NEIGHBORHOODS, COMMUNITY 
WELL-BEING AND THE GREEN ECONOMY 

-Climate Change, Public Health and Sustainability 
-Achieving Climate Justice: Protecting Vulnerable Communities 
-Climate Change Roundtable 

Thank you for your interest and WE LOOK FORWARD TO SEEING YOU AT THE CAPITOL HILL SUMMIT! 

FOR MORE INFORMATION ABOUT THE SUMMIT OR SCDG, CONTACT US: 

Sustainable Community Development Group, Inc. 
P.O. Box 15395 
Washington, DC 20003 
Telephone (202) 637-2467 
Email: info@sustainablecommunitydevelopmentgroup.org 

Web: www.sustainablecommunitydevelopmentgroup.org 

Forward email 

This email was sent to gerinc@mindspring.com by deeohn@sustainablecommunitydevelopmentgroup.org. 
Update Profile/Email Address !Instant removal with SafeUnsubscribeTM I Privacy Policy. Email Marketing by 

SCDG I P.O. Box 15395 I Washington I DC I 20003 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 9/17/2009 11:23:18 PM 
Re: Settlement with Chesapeake Bay Foundation 

Sounds right. Tx. 

-----Original Message----

From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/17/2009 07:20 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Peter Silva; Chuck Fox; Scott Fulton; Bob Perciasepe 
Subject: Settlement with Chesapeake Bay Foundation 

Lisa --we are scheduled to meet with Chesapeake Bay Foundation on Monday to continue settlement 

negotiations that were put on hold until EPA issued its Section 202(a) report under the Executive Order. 
The Foundation reacted positively to our report (with some reservations) and it would help maintain their 
good will by reaching a resolution of a lawsuit that accuses EPA of dragging its feet on the Bay. The 
current thinking is that, as a basis for settlement, r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-"Delil:iera"tive-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Deliberat 
Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
-----Forwarded by Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US on 09/17/2009 07:08 PM-----

From: James Curtin/DC/USEPA/US 

• IVe 

To: Peter Silva/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Benita Best-Wong/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Christopher 
Day/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Ephraim King/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, James Curtin/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Jim 
Hanlon/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Jon Capacasa/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Lee Schroer/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Linda 
Boornazian/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, MaryEllen Levine/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Mike 
Shapiro/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Steven Neugeboren/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Suzanne 
Schwartz/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Stephen Field/R3/USEPA/US@EPA, Sylvia Horwitz/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, 
Avi Garbow/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Connie Bosma/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, 
Georgia Bednar/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Tom Waii/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Robert Wood/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: angeline.purdy@usdoj.gov 

Date: 09/17/2009 06:15 PM 
Subject: URGENT- NEED RESPONSE BY Friday 2pm- Draft List of Potential Settlement Agreement Topics 
to Discuss with CBF 

Here's a draft list of topics we might offer to CBF on Monday [assuming that meeting sticks] for further 
discussion and, if there's a meeting of the minds as to the details, inclusion in a settlement agreement 
resolving the litigation. We would say that we do not believe the bigger-ticket items identified in the 
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Report, like CAFO and MS4 rulemakings, are appropriate for inclusion in a SA because their ultimate fate must 
await completion of the E.O. process, including public comment. 

Deliberative 
Please let me (and everyone else) know what you think about this list by 2 pm Friday. At that point we can decide 
whether we're ready to go forward with the currently-scheduled settlement meeting with CBF on Monday at 10. 
At our meeting today, Bob expressed a desire for that meeting (if it goes forward) to be attended by senior OW 
and Regional management. Thanks to all for your continued help in resolving this matter.- Jim 

[attachment "CBF SA Discussion Topics 9.17.09.doc" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 

James Curtin 
Office of General Counsel 
202.564.5482 
Mail Code: 2355A 
curtin.james@epa.gov 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Dag 

CN=AIIyn Brooks-LaSu re/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 9/18/2009 9:52:44 PM 
Re: Life Span Of African-Americans In New Orleans Rivals North Korea's 

-----Original Message----
From: Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Sent: 09/18/2009 05:18 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Life Span Of African-Americans In New Orleans Rivals North Korea's 

Life Span Of African-Americans In New Orleans Rivals North Korea's 
digg Huffpost- Life Span Of African-Americans In New Orleans Rivals North Korea's stumble reddit 
del.ico.us 
Share This 
The Huffington Post 
First Posted: 09-17-09 06:18 PM I Updated: 09-18-09 04:38 PM 
I Like ltl Don't Like It 
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Read More: African-Americans, America, American Human Development Project, Human Development Project 
Louisiana, Hurricane Katrina, Katrina, Life Expectancy, Life Expectancy Statistics, Louisiana, New Orleans, North 
Korea, Race, Statistics, Politics News 

The average life span for African-Americans living in New Orleans is nearly as low as average life expectancy in 
North Korea, according to A Portrait Of Louisiana, a new report from The American Human Development Project 
which examines life in the state four years after Hurricane Katrina. (h/t Economix) 
According to the report: 
The average life span for African-Americans in Louisiana today (72.2 years) is shorter than that of Colombians, 
Vietnamese and Venezuelans. The average life span of an African-American in New Orleans is 69.3 years, nearly as 
low as life expectancy in North Korea. 
The project also highlights that: 
African-Americans in Tangipahoa Parish have well-being levels of the average American in the early 1950s. 
From the project's press release (Word doc): 
The report, "A Portrait of Louisiana: Louisiana Human Development Report 2009," is a unique snapshot that shows 
that while some groups enjoy some of the highest levels of well-being in the nation, others in Louisiana experience 
health, education, and income levels that the rest of the country surpassed three to five decades ago. The report 
offers new life span statistics and provides a state-wide, parish-by-parish assessment, broken down by race, of 
such indicators as earnings, high school completion, crime, birth weight, and more. 

Read more at: http:/ /www.huffingtonpost.com/2009/09/17 /lifespan-of-african-ameri_n_290659.html?view=print 

M. Allyn Brooks-LaSure I Deputy Associate Administrator for Public Affairs 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency I Office of the Administrator 

Phone: 202-564-8368 I Email: brooks-lasure.allyn@epa.gov 
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To: CN=AIIyn Brooks-LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu lton/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Mathy 
Stan is laus/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Steve 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cynthia 
Giles/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Peter 
Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Michelle 
DePass/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Craig 
Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Chuck 
Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cameron 
Davis/OU=R5/0=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Sarah 
Pallone/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Scott Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Mathy 
Stan is laus/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Steve 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cynthia 
Giles/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Peter 
Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Michelle 
DePass/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Craig 
Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Chuck 
Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cameron 
Davis/OU=R5/0=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Sarah 
Pallone/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Bob Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Mathy 
Stan is laus/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Steve 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cynthia 
Giles/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Peter 
Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Michelle 
DePass/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Craig 
Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Chuck 
Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cameron 
Davis/OU=R5/0=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Sarah 
Pallone/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Mathy 
Stan is laus/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Steve 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cynthia 
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Giles/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Peter 
Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Michelle 
DePass/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Craig 
Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Chuck 
Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cameron 
Davis/OU=RS/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Sarah 
Pallone/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Mathy 
Stanislaus/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Steve 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cynthia 
Giles/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Peter 
Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Michelle 
DePass/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Craig 
Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Chuck 
Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cameron 
Davis/OU=RS/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Sarah 
Pallone/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Mathy 
Stanislaus/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Steve 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cynthia 
Giles/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Peter 
Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Michelle 
DePass/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Craig 
Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Chuck 
Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cameron 
Davis/OU=RS/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Sarah 
Pallone/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Mathy Stanislaus/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Steve 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cynthia 
Giles/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Peter 
Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Michelle 
DePass/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Craig 
Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Chuck 
Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cameron 
Davis/OU=RS/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Sarah 
Pallone/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Steve Owens/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Cynthia 
Giles/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Peter 
Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Michelle 
DePass/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Craig 
Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Chuck 
Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cameron 
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Davis/OU=R5/0=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Sarah 
Pallone/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Cynthia Giles/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Peter 
Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Michelle 
DePass/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Craig 
Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Chuck 
Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cameron 
Davis/OU=R5/0=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Sarah 
Pallone/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Peter Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Michelle 
DePass/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Craig 
Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Chuck 
Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cameron 
Davis/OU=R5/0=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Sarah 
Pallone/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Michelle DePass/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Craig 
Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Chuck 
Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cameron 
Davis/OU=R5/0=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Sarah 
Pallone/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Craig Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Ch uck 
Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cameron 
Davis/OU=R5/0=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Sarah 
Pallone/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Ch uck Fox/OU=CBP /O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Cameron 
Davis/OU=R5/0=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Sarah 
Pallone/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Lawrence Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Cameron 
Davis/OU=R5/0=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Sarah 
Pallone/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Cameron Davis/OU=R5/0=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Sarah 
Pallone/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Da vid Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Sarah 
Pallone/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
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N=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Sarah 
Pallone/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Sarah Pallon e/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: CN=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Stephanie 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Adora 
Andy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"William Early" [Early.William@epamail.epa.gov]; 
N=Stephanie Owens/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Adora 
Andy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"William Early" [Early.William@epamail.epa.gov]; 
N=Adora Andy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"William Early" 
[Early.William@epamail.epa.gov]; William Early" [Early.William@epamail.epa.gov]; Stan Meiburg" 
[Meiburg.Stan@epamail.epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Fri 9/18/2009 10:05:16 PM 
Subject: Re: Reactions to EPA's actions 

And that's just a sampling. Folks- thanks to you and your respective staffs for the important and 
outstanding work you are doing for the American people. Have a gret weekend. Lisa 

-----Original Message----
From: Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Sent: 09/18/2009 05:55 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Scott Fulton; Bob Perciasepe; Bob Sussman; Diane Thompson; Gina McCarthy; 

Mathy Stanislaus; Steve Owens; Cynthia Giles; Peter Silva; Michelle DePass; Craig Hooks; Chuck Fox; 
Lawrence Elworth; Cameron Davis; David Mcintosh; Lisa Heinzerling; Sarah Pallone; Arvin Ganesan 

Cc: Seth Oster; Stephanie Owens; Adora Andy 
Subject: Reactions to EPA's actions 

Below are assorted reactions to EPA actions during the past several days. 

Environmental Community Commentary Round-up 
Office of Public Outreach 
Week Ending September 18, 2009 

EPA Announces it Will Reconsider National Smog Standards 
Release date: 09/16/2009 

Sept. 16: "EPA's commitment to protect human health from dangerous smog is a breath of fresh air," said 
Cal Baier-Anderson, Ph.D., a toxicologist with Environmental Defense Fund. "For millions of kids, smog can 
make it difficult to attend school, to play outside and to breathe on polluted day."### 

Sept. 16: Statement of Charles D. Connor, President and Chief Executive Officer, American Lung 
Association. uwe at the American Lung Association applaud her decision to remedy a serious 
misjudgment that the EPA made in 2008. ### 

Sept. 16: Earthjustice attorney David Baron: "This action gives hope to millions of people suffering from 
polluted air throughout the nation. It's crucial that there be no delay in this schedule." ### 

Sept. 16: {{Good news for clean air today" John Walke, Senior Attorney and Clean Air Director for Natural 
Resources Defense Council. uToday's announcement bodes well for more good news for clean air in the 
future. ### 
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EPA Tightens Air Emissions for Hospital, Medical, and Infectious Waste 
Release date: 09/16/09 

Sept 16: "The actions taken by EPA today to reduce air pollution in communities hosting medical waste 
incinerators is long overdue and welcomed," said Jane Williams, chair of the Sierra Club Air Taxies Task Force.### 

Sept 16: "EPA's new Administrator, Lisa Jackson, has taken a big step toward reducing pollution from medical 
waste incinerators," said Jim Pew, an Earthjustice attorney who handled the cases. "It is a breath of fresh air, 
figuratively and literally, that EPA has taken action that will allow people to breath more easily in towns and cities 
across the country."### 

DOT Secretary Ray LaHood and EPA Administrator Lisa P. Jackson Propose National Program to Improve Fuel 
Economy and Reduce Greenhouse Gases/ New Interagency Program to Address Climate Change and Energy 
Security Release date: 09/15/09 

Sept 15: Statement by Roland Hwang, vehicles policy director for NRDC: "This historic proposal moves America 
further down the road to cleaner, more fuel-efficient vehicles. This unprecedented national program would reduce 
global warming pollution, break our dependence on oil, and save drivers money at the pump. Working together, 
the Obama administration, states, the auto industry, and environmental leaders have come to an agreement that 
will enable car makers to meet the challenges of the 21st century, while protecting our planet and our health.### 

Sept 15: You have to go back to the days of disco to see a fuel economy improvement like this," said Jim Kliesch, a 
senior engineer in the Union of Concerned Scientists' Clean Vehicles Program. "If finalized, these proposed 
standards will be the biggest increase in fuel economy in more than 30 years. That's good news for the 
environment, consumers' wallets, and our nation's energy security." ### 

Sept 15: Statement of Ann Mesnikoff, Sierra Club Green Transportation Campaign "After decades of inaction, 
President Barack Obama directed the Environmental Protection Agency and the National Highway Traffic Safety to 
work together to speed up the pace for cleaning up the nation's new cars and trucks. We applaud President 
Obama for this move to curb global warming and our dependence on oil while giving Americans better vehicle 
choices. ### 

Sept. 15: "This is a critical step to reduce our dependence on foreign oil and curb pollution that threatens our 
health," said Environmental Defense Fund President Fred Krupp. "It will deliver immediate benefits for the country 
as Congress crafts comprehensive climate legislation." ### 

Sept 15: Joe Mendelson, the National Wildlife Federation's director of global warming policy, said today: "The 
Environmental Protection Agency has taken an important and overdue step to clean up tailpipe pollution. The 
effort will jump-start the modernization and retooling of our auto industry, protect our environment, and reduce 
our reliance on oil.### 

Sept. 15: {{The Obama Administration has put America in the driver's seat to become more energy independent. 
This historic action will reduce our nation's oil dependence, save consumers money at the pump, and cut global 
warming pollution," said Environment American Global Warming Advocate Timothy Telleen-Lawton. ### 

Federal Agencies Release Draft Reports Required by Chesapeake Bay Executive Order 
Release date 09/10/09 

Sept 10: A statement follows from Nancy Stoner, Co-Director of the Water Program at the Natural Resources 
Defense Council: {{These agencies have put together strong recommendations that give the President a solid 
blueprint for improving the health of the Chesapeake Bay. The federal government's plan tackles the biggest 
challenges to a healthy estuary- from contaminated runoff from our cities and crops, to massive manure pollution 
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at factory farms, which N RDC has fought to stop for more than a decade."### 

EPA Releases Preliminary Results for Surface Coal Mining Permit Reviews 
Release date: 09/11/2009 

Sept 11: Carl Pope, Executive Director of the Sierra Club issued the following statement: {{This is Mountain Joy. 
This announcement is also a testament to the Obama Administration's commitment to science, transparency and 
enforcing environmental safeguards." ### 
{{EPA's action today creates a welcome reprieve for the people who live below these enormous mining sites and 
the waste dumps they put into our waters," said Judy Bonds, co-director of Coal River Mountain Watch. "We will 
continue our fight for a total, complete reprieve for our children and for our beloved mountains and streams."### 

"We applaud this action by the Obama administration to return the rule of law to the Appalachian coalfields," said 
Mary Anne Hitt, Deputy Director of the Sierra Club's Beyond Coal Campaign."### 

"While many mountains, streams and communities continue to be impacted or annihilated by mountaintop 
removal because of years of lawless mining, EPA's announcement today provides people with some hope that 
from this day forward, real science and laws will be applied before any more permits are issued," said Janet 
Keating, executive director of the Ohio Valley Environmental Coalition. "### 

"We are pleased, but not surprised, that these 79 mines failed to pass muster under the Clean Water Act at this 
stage in the review. We have been saying for years that these types of mines are too destructive to proceed," said 
Joe Lovett, executive director of the Appalachian Center for the Economy and the Environment. "It is satisfying to 
know that there are finally leaders at EPA and in other federal environmental agencies who are willing to 
acknowledge that reality." 
"For this stage in the permitting review process, EPA is doing the right thing, and we commend Administrator 
Jackson for her leadership," said Joan Mulhern, senior legislative counsel for Earthjustice." 
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To: CN=Aaron Dickerson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US From: 

Sent: Fri 9/18/2009 10:06:39 PM 
Subject: Re: Bobby kennedy 

Please write him back-

Tom, 

Thanks for the feedback. Keeping it together on my end. Hope ails well with you. Lisa 

-----Original Message----
From: Aaron Dickerson 
Sent: 09/18/2009 04:44 PM EDT 
To: "Lisa Jackson" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 
Subject: Fw: Bobby kennedy 

Aaron Dickerson 

-----Original Message----
From: Brian Hope 
Sent: 09/18/2009 04:41 PM EDT 
To: Aaron Dickerson; Eric Wachter 
Subject: Fw: Bobby kennedy 

----- Forwarded by Brian Hope/DC/USEPA/US on 09/18/2009 04:41 PM -----

Date 09/18/2009 01:42 PM 
From "Tom Soto" <tsoto@cratonep.com> 
To LisaP Jackson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
cc 
Subject Bobby kennedy 

gave you a rousing ovation for your courage in denying the coal mining permits last week. At the Ia nrdc 
members gathering. Great work and stay strong! 
Tom soto 

OEX Processing Information 
Processed Date: 
Processed By 
PO Office 

Message Count 

Category: 
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To: CN=David Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu lton/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu lton/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Scott 
Fu lton/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
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Sent: Fri 9/18/2009 10:08:05 PM 
Subject: Re: one-pager on implications of Murkowski amendment 

Well done. Let's see what bakes over the weekend. Lisa 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 09/18/2009 04:06 PM EDT 
To: David Mcintosh; Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; Scott Fulton; Bob Sussman; Bob Perciasepe; 

Gina McCarthy; Lisa Heinzerling; Arvin Ganesan; Seth Oster; Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Subject: Re: one-pager on implications of Murkowski amendment 

The 3pm went well. Jay Heimbach of WH Leg Affairs did us the very serious solid of standing next to me 

.~PJ~~~~.i_n_~ly_~·~·~·-n.:~_d_~.!:'Y_~.~~.~~.~!.~.!.i?_~c::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~~)l~i~~~~~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::J 

• Deliberat IVe 
-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 09/18/2009 01:07 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; Scott Fulton; Bob Sussman; Bob Perciasepe; Gina McCarthy; Lisa 

Heinzerling; Arvin Ganesan; Seth Oster; Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Subject: Fw: one-pager on implications of Murkowski amendment 

FYI, please see below. I'm scheduled to deliver this message in person to the energy/environment 
legislative assistants of all Democratic members of the Senate at 3pm this afternoon. 
----- Forwarded by David Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US on 09/18/2009 01:05 PM -----

From: David Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Mulvenon, Ryan (DPC)" <Ryan_Mulvenon@dpc.senate.gov> 
Cc: chris_miller@reid.senate.gov, rachael_taylor@appro.senate.gov, "Watts, John (Feinstein)" 
<John_Watts@feinstein.senate.gov>, "Nelson, Matthew (Feinstein)" 
<Matthew_Nelson@feinstein.senate.gov>, bettina_poirier@epw.senate.gov, 
grant_cope@epw.senate.gov, "Albritton, Jason (EPW)" <Jason_Aibritton@epw.senate.gov>, 
joe_goffman@epw.senate.gov, "Holliday, Jessica (EPW)" <Jessica_Holliday@epw.senate.gov> 
Date: 09/18/2009 01:02 PM 
Subject: one-pager on implications of Murkowski amendment 

Hi Ryan, 
You requested EPA technical assistance in drafting a one-pager describing the implications of the 
Murkowski amendment. EPA's response to that request appears attached and below. 
-David 

[attachment "Implications of Murkoski Amendment.doc" deleted by David Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US] 
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Implications of Senator Murkowski's Greenhouse-Gas Amendment 

Senator Murkowski has circulated a draft amendment that would prohibit the Environmental Protection Agency 
from spending any money in Fiscal Year 2010 to regulate greenhouse-gas emissions from stationary sources (e.g., 
fossil fuel-fired power plants and oil refineries). 

The amendment would have the impact of preventing EPA even from doing some of the kinds of work that leads to 
regulation. But the work that EPA is hoping to do in FY 2010 to prepare for stationary-source regulation includes 
work that industry needs EPA to do. 

It includes work to answer- in part through collaboration with industry stakeholders- the question of what 
greenhouse-gas emissions-reduction practices and technologies might be available in the short term for certain 
categories of large stationary sources. Industry needs EPA to start that work early, so that any answer the agency 
is compelled, someday soon, to provide to that question will be well though-through. 

The work that EPA is hoping to do in FY 2010 also would help establish important {{rules of the road" that industry 
needs for the carbon capture and sequestration projects that industry wants to build. 

Moreover, the work that EPA is hoping to do in FY 2010 would have several important side-benefits that industry 
needs. For example, EPA's work in FY 2010 would give the agency information and expertise that it would need to 
have ready in order to effectively and expeditiously implement-

-the carbon-capture-and-sequestration bonus allowance program that has featured in recent cap-and-trade 
climate bills; 

-the free allowance allocation for energy-intensive manufacturers that has featured in recent cap-and-trade 
climate bills; and 

-the early-offset program and early-action free-allowance-allocation program that industry has supported in, or 
sought to add to, recent cap-and-trade climate bills. 

Enactment of Senator Murkowski's amendment could well hobble much of the pro-industry work described above. 

Moreover, enactment of her amendment would send the most counter-productive message imaginable, at the 
worst moment imaginable, to the foreign governments that the U.S. government is attempting to influence 
positively in the lead-up to December's United Nations climate conference in Copenhagen. 

Finally, Senator Murkowski's amendment is a {{solution" in search of a real problem. There are two areas of the 
Clean Air Act under which EPA otherwise would do work in FY 2010 related to the greenhouse-gas emissions of 
stationary sources: (1) the uNSPS program" and (2) the uPSD/Title V programs." 

It is impossible for the NSPS program to suddenly or quickly be triggered for greenhouse-gas emissions, because 
EPA first would need to go through an entire notice-and-comment rulemaking process. EPA has not even 
proposed an NSPS rule for any category of stationary sources. If the agency did ever commence such a process, 
the agency would proceed industry-by-industry and would start with only the very largest-emitting stationary 
sources. 

The Office of Management and Budget is already reviewing a draft proposed EPA rule (the {{tailoring rule") that will 
prevent the PSD/Title V programs from being triggered in FY 2010 (or anytime soon thereafter) for any stationary 
sources other than truly large ones (e.g., fossil fuel-fired power plants and oil refineries). 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sat 9/19/2009 1 :40:40 AM 
Re: 

Aaaaaaahhhh! Wow! Seriously. WOW! 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/18/2009 08:19 PM EDT 
To: "Lisa Jackson" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 

DOJ and CEQ have cleared on legal basis for tailoring rule. OM B is looking at our changes to the RIA over 
the weekend. I've said the rule must come back to us by Monday. I have no reason now to think it won't. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sun 9/20/2009 5:02:02 PM 
Re: Cass at Tuesday's policy meeting? 

Perfect. Thx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/20/2009 12:52 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Cass at Tuesday's policy meeting? 

Awhile back, I mentioned at a morning meeting that Cass would like to come to EPA to meet people and 
chat a little after his confirmation. Now that he's been confirmed, he says he'd love to come and visit with 
us as soon as it works with EPA's schedule. 

What would you think of inviting him to Tuesday's senior policy meeting at 11? That way, he could meet 
your senior team, and they him. I realize you might have something else planned for this time, and I don't 
yet know whether it would work with his schedule, but I thought I'd raise the possibility with you. 

What do you think? 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 9/21/2009 11:45:03 AM 
Re: review of IRIS notices sent to Federal Register 

Please retain the current policy and do all you can to support ORD and instruct Peter that I expect him to 
the vis a vis OPEl. Tx. Lj 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/20/2009 04:03 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: review of IRIS notices sent to Federal Register 

Lisa, 

I met with Peter Preuss on Friday afternoon. We discussed the current policy that requires-- per the 
Emmanuel memo-- sign-off by a political appointee before notices may be sent to the Federal Register. 
Since ORD does have a political lead yet, Federal Register notices on the IRIS process come to OPEl-- and 
ultimately to me-- before they go to the Federal Register. 

Deliberative 

-se·sf;-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
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Lisa 
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To: CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Seth Oster" 
[oster.seth@epa.gov]; Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Man 9/21/2009 11:47:08 AM 
Subject: Re: GHG reduction numbers 

Nothing is going today. Seth and I will put our heads together later this morning. 

-----Original Message----
From: Gina McCarthy 
Sent: 09/20/2009 03:48 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Seth Oster 
Subject: Fw: GHG reduction numbers 

Attached are some preliminary numbers on the potential ghg reductions thru caa. I am pretty confident 
with the mobile source numbers- I have seen the backup info and the summary is clear and supportable. 
The stationary numbers are much more imprecise so we have presented a range of low and high 
reductions. I haven't seen the backup info yet for the various sectors but I will be briefed tomorrow and 
we will get you a clearer and more defensible summary in time for discussion with the WH, State etc. 

Deliberat 
-----Original Message----
From: Jim Ketcham-Colwill 
Sent: 09/18/2009 08:49 PM EDT 
To: Gina McCarthy 
Cc: Peter Tsirigotis; Sarah Dunham; Reid Harvey; Matthew Witosky 
Subject: GHG reduction numbers 

Gina, 

• 
IV9 

Attached are the draft estimates from OAQPS of reduction potential from selected categories of 
stationary sources. Also attached is a short summary from Sarah of the OTAQ estimates that you've 
already seen in greater detail. 

As you know, I've been working with OAQPS this evening to complete changes to some of the numbers as 
a result of earlier consultation between OAQPS and OAP, as well as adding some further explanation of 
the estimates. There might be further adjustments to numbers upon full review. 

It may be worth having a briefing session with OAQPS to understand the estimates and uncertainties. 

Have a great weekend! 

Jim 

P.S. Peter has been engaged despite being very ill with a nasty flu. 
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[attachment "GHG Reduction estimates by sector Draft Final Revised 2.5p.ppt" deleted by Richard 
Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 
[attachment "1-p for Gina M on CAA GHG.doc" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Cool 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 9/21/2009 3:50:20 PM 
Re: OIRA has concluded review of the PSD Tailoring Rule 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/21/2009 11:42 AM EDT 
To: "Lisa Jackson" <windsor.richard@epa.gov>; Seth Oster 
Subject: Fw: OIRA has concluded review of the PSD Tailoring Rule 

Fyi 

-----Original Message-----

From: "King, Heidi R ." [:~:~:~:~:~:~~:~~:?.~~~(~~~~~~¥~:~:~:~:~:~:! 
Sent: 09/21/2009 11:09 AM AST 
To: Michael Ling; Gina McCarthy 
Cc: "Mancini, Dominic J ." [~~~~~~~~~~~i~s_o:.n:.~C~~iy~~y~~~~~~~~~~J Howard Hoffman; Joseph Mangino; Linda 
Chappell; Lisa Heinzerling; Paul Balserak; Ron Evans; Mary Henigin 
Subject: OIRA has concluded review of the PSD Tailoring Rule 

Thank you all very much for your work on the PSD Tailoring Rule, particularly over the weekend. 
OMB/OIRA has concluded review. I look forward to working with you again at the final rule stage. 

Please contact me if you have any further questions. 

Best regards, 

Heidi 
OMB/OIRA 
(202) 395-4551 
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To: 
From: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 

Sent: Man 9/21/2009 4:01:39 PM 
Subject: Re: 

Tx 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/21/2009 12:01 PM EDT 
To: "Lisa Jackson" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 

Cass will come to the senior policy meeting tomorrow. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 9/21/2009 4:08:08 PM 
Re: Johnson memo recon notice .... 

I haven't settled on a timeline. The approps discussions are consuming my time right now. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/21/2009 12:06 PM EDT 
To: Gina McCarthy; "Lisa Jackson" <Windsor.Richard@epa.gov>; "Gina McCarthy" 

<mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>; Diane Thompson; Seth Oster 
Subject: Re: Johnson memo recon notice .... 

Got it- but are all on same timeline even if we don't know exactly what it is? 

-----Original Message----
From: Gina McCarthy 
Sent: 09/21/2009 11:52 AM EDT 
To: Lisa Heinzerling; "Lisa Jackson" <windsor.richard@epa.gov>; "Gina McCarthy" 

<mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>; Diane Thompson; Seth Oster 
Subject: Re: Johnson memo recon notice .... 

I don't think anyone knows the timing answer just yet. Seems Murkowski has raised concerns that may 
shift the release timeline. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/21/2009 11:49 AM EDT 
To: "Lisa Jackson" <windsor.richard@epa.gov>; "Gina McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>; Diane 

Thompson; Seth Oster 
Subject: Johnson memo recon notice .... 

... Will also be back from OM Bas of today, I just learned. 

Is timing for signature on this same as for other rules this week? 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Agreed. Tx. 

CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 9/21/2009 4:20:13 PM 
Re: couple thoughts for Principals meeting 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/21/2009 11:52 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Arvin Ganesan 
Subject: Fw: couple thoughts for Principals meeting 

Jim Jones makes some very good points on why TSCA reform [:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~~:~~i~~~~~t!~~~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:J 

Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
-----Forwarded by Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US on 09/21/2009 11:51 AM-----

From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Date: 

Jim Jones/DC/USEPA/US 
Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Steve Owens/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/21/2009 10:03 AM 

Subject: couple thoughts for Principals meeting 

Bob, I'm sure you have the bases covered but I wanted to offer a couple of thoughts as you prep the 
Administrator for the Principals meeting on TSCA reform today. 

Deliberat • IVe 
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~---------------------------o-e-fiiie-ratl-ve---------------------------1 

!-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-.] 

Jim 
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To: CN=David Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Gin a McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Gin a McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Gin a McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Gin a McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Scott Fu lton/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Man 9/21/2009 5:39:59 PM 
Subject: Re: line in POTUS speech tomorrow 

Agreed. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 09/21/2009 01:35 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Seth Oster; Diane Thompson; Lisa Heinzerling; Scott Fulton; Gina McCarthy 
Subject: line in POTUS speech tomorrow 

Heather Z has gotten Favreau to put the following line back into tomorrow's speech: "Just this week, we 
announced that for the first time ever, we'll begin tracking how much greenhouse gas pollution is being 
emitted throughout the country." I recommend that we make the line accurate by signing and issuing the 
mandatory reporting rule tomorrow. The alternative would be to get into a wordsmithing exercise with 
Favreau, which might backfire. 
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To: CN=Craig Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
Ce: CN=Robert Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Jackson, Kenneth \(GWM-
CAI\)" [Kenneth_S_Jackson@ml.com]; Jackson, Kenneth \(GWM-CAI\)" 
[Kenneth_S_Jackson@ml.com] 
Bee: [] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Man 9/21/2009 8:33:42 PM 
Subject: Re: Dinner at the Hooks' 

Hi Craig, 

Kenny and I will pass by. We have CBC gala that evening and are leaving for CA the next day so we won't 
be able to party til the cows come home. THanks. Can we bring the kids? 

Lisa 

From: Craig Hooks/DC/USEPA/US 
To: LisaP Jackson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Bob Perciasepe/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Scott 
Fulton/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, 
Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Ray Spears/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Seth Oster/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, 
Allyn Brooks-LaSure/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Adora Andy/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, David 
Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Sarah Pallone/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, 
Gina McCarthy/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Cynthia Giles/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Michelle 
DePass/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Steve Owens/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Mathy Stanislaus/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, 
Peter Silva/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, DRegas@environmentaldefense.org, sherman@bdlaw.com, 

t.~~~-~~-~~~L~~~.Y~~ci.JRafael Deleon/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Robert Goulding/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Eric 
Wachter/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Benita Best-Wong/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Charles 
lmohiosen/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/20/2009 03:42 PM 
Subject: Dinner at the Hooks' 

Not to many good weather days left in the season. So .... Austria and I thought we would have folks over 
for early dinner next Saturday and get a chance to know our EPA colleagues and friends a little better. 
We hope you and your families can come. We thought we get started at 2pm. We'll have plenty of good 
things to eat and lots of choices of cold things to drink. Please let me know if you can make it! We look 
forward to seeing you. 

where: r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 

I Personal Privacy I 
! i 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

Time: 2pm 

Date: September 26, 2009 

Directions 
r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
; 
; 
; 

i Personal Privacy 
; 
; 
; 
; 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-
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Personal Privacy 

Craig E. Hooks, Assistant Administrator 
Office of Administration and Resources Management 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave NW (3101A) 
Rm 3330 Ariel Rios North 
Phone - 202 564-4600 

2 

EPA-00 13430002855-0002 



To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Woohoo 

CN=Adora Andy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 9/21/200911:20:12 PM 
Re: HEADS UP: You're on CNN tomorrow 

-----Original Message----
From: Adora Andy 
Sent: 09/21/2009 07:16 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Seth Oster; Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Betsaida Alcantara; Katharine Gage 
Subject: HEADS UP: You're on CNN tomorrow 

Hey LPJ, 
Elaine Quijano is coming to interview you tomorrow afternoon about the GHG reporting rule, POTUS 
speech, etc. The interview will start at 1:30 and end at 1:45pm. You should have time to do makeup and 
read the talking points before hand. 
Thanks, 
Adora 
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To: 
Ce: 
Bee: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

k 

CN=Adora Andy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
[] 
[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 9/22/2009 12:38:25 AM 
Re: PLEASE REVIEW (LPJ): Tomorrow's GHG Release 

From: Adora Andy/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Seth Oster/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Allyn Brooks-LaSure/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/21/2009 04:00 PM 
Subject: PLEASE REVIEW (LPJ): Tomorrow's GHG Release 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
September XX, 2009 

EPA Finalizes the Nation's First Greenhouse Gas Reporting System 

Reporting to Begin in 2010 

WASHINGTON- On January 1, 2010, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency will, for the first time, 
require large emitters of heat-trapping emissions to begin collecting greenhouse gas (GHG) data under a 
new reporting system. This new program will cover approximately 85 percent of the nation's GHG 
emissions and apply to nearly 10,000 facilities. 

{{For the first time, we will begin collecting data about just how much greenhouse gas pollution is being 
emitted throughout the country," said EPA Administrator Lisa P. Jackson. {{With this information, we'll 
continue to work cooperatively with businesses, labor and academia to tailor common-sense actions that 
affect only the nation's largest polluters, the ones responsible for nearly 70% of the non-vehicle carbon 
pollution released into our skies." 

EPA's new reporting system will provide a better understanding of where GHGs are coming from and will 
guide development of the best possible policies and programs to reduce emissions. The data will also 
allow businesses to track their own emissions, compare them to similar facilities, and provide assistance 
in identifying cost effective ways to reduce emissions in the future. This comprehensive, nationwide 
emissions data will help in the fight against climate change. 

Greenhouse gases, like carbon dioxide, are produced by burning fossil fuels and through industrial and 
biological processes. Fossil fuel and industrial GHG suppliers, motor vehicle and engine manufacturers, 
and facilities that emit 25,000 metric tons or more of C02 equivalent per year will be required to report 
GHG emissions data to EPA annually. This threshold is equivalent to about the annual GHG emissions from 
4,600 passenger vehicles. 

The first annual reports for the largest emitting facilities, covering calendar year 2010, will be submitted 
to EPA in 2011. Vehicle and engine manufacturers outside of the light-duty sector will begin phasing in 
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GHG reporting with model year 2011. Some source categories included in the proposed rule are still under review. 

More information on the new reporting system and reporting requirements: 
http:/ /www.epa .gov I eli matecha nge/ emissions/ ghgrulema king. htm I 

Adora Andy 
Press Secretary 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Office of Public Affairs 
202-564-2715 
andy.adora@epa.gov 
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DRAFT/DELIBERATIVE 9/21/09 DO NOT DISTRIBUTE 

Essential Principles for Reform of Chemicals Management Legislation 

Deliberative 

EPA-00 13430002858-0001 



DRAFT/DELIBERATIVE 9/21/09 DO NOT DISTRIBUTE 

Deliberative 

2 

EPA-00 13430002858-0002 



To: "Katharine Gage" [Gage.Katharine@epamail.epa.gov] 
Cc: "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" [mccarthy.gina@epa.gov]; Michelle DePass" 
[depass.michelle@epa.gov]; David Mcintosh" [mcintosh.david@epa.gov]; Robert Goulding" 
[goulding.robert@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 9/22/2009 7:15:57 PM 
Subject: Mtg with Todd Stern, Jonathan Pershing to discuss GHG regulatory strategy 

Need the above ASAP. Tx. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 

CN=Katharine Gage/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 9/22/2009 10:10:43 PM 

Subject: Re: Mtg with Todd Stern, Jonathan Pershing to discuss GHG regulatory strategy 

Ty 

-----Original Message----
From: Katharine Gage 
Sent: 09/22/2009 06:10 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: "Michelle DePass" <depass.michelle@epa.gov>; "Robert Goulding" <goulding.robert@epa.gov>; 

"Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>; "David Mcintosh" <mcintosh.david@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Mtg with Todd Stern, Jonathan Pershing to discuss GHG regulatory strategy 

Stern's office can't do before Thursday and we are waiting for them to get back to us to confirm a time. 
am hoping to confirm a time for Thursday first thing tomorrow. 

Thank you, 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Katharine Gage" <Gage.Katharine@epamail.epa.gov> 
Cc: "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>, "Michelle DePass" 
<depass.michelle@epa.gov>, "David Mcintosh" <mcintosh.david@epa.gov>, "Robert Goulding" 
<goulding.robert@epa.gov> 
Date: 09/22/2009 03:15 PM 
Subject: Mtg with Todd Stern, Jonathan Pershing to discuss GHG regulatory strategy 

Need the above ASAP. Tx. 
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To: CN=David Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 9/23/2009 1 :26:25 AM 
Subject: Re: update on Murkowski amendment 

K. Tx. Congrats on your leg/communications strategy so far. Getting out in front of Senator Murkowski on 
the unintended side effects was a smart move. 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 09/22/2009 09:10 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Diane Thompson; Lisa Heinzerling; Scott Fulton; Seth Oster; Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Arvin Ganesan; 

Gina McCarthy 
Subject: update on Murkowski amendment 

Majority Leader Reid did file for cloture on the bill this evening. So the deadline for filing amendments 
will be 1:00 tomorrow. Murkowski has not yet filed her amendment. Her staff seems now to know that 
their am end me nt has so me very serious side-effects. :-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-oelii)e.ra"iive·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-!:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::! __ _ 

Deliberative 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/23/2009 4:09:29 PM 
Re: OPEl BUDGET FOR FY1 0 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 
i i 
i i 
i i 

! Deliberative ! 
i i 
i i 
i i 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·l 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 09/23/2009 12:06 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: OPEl BUDGET FOR FY10 

-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

~-ur----------------------------------------~:l•~:~:t•:: ___________________________________________ j 
****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 
-----Forwarded by Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US on 09/23/2009 12:01 PM-----

From: Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/23/2009 12:01 PM 
Subject: Re: BUDGET FOR FY10 

Lisa, 

Deliberative 

-rn·anl<-5~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Diane 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
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202-564-6999 

From: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/22/2009 02:10 PM 
Subject: Re: BUDGET FOR FY10 

~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

! i 

i Deliberative ! 
! i 
! i 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

-----Original Message----

From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 09/22/2009 02:04 PM EDT 
To: Lisa Heinzerling 
Subject: Re: BUDGET FOR FY10 

did you discuss what these FTE would be used for? 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 

From: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/22/2009 01:26 PM 
Subject: Re: BUDGET FOR FY10 

Hi Diane-- Let me know if you need anything else on this, besides my quick earlier email to you. Thanks-- Best, Lisa 

From: Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/22/2009 09:22AM 
Subject: BUDGET FOR FY10 

****************************************** 

2 

EPA-00 13430002862-0002 



Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=David Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/23/2009 5:15:55 PM 
Re: the filed Murkowski amendment 

Wow. It seemed to get worse with all her helpful friends. Anyone intra with her? 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 09/23/2009 01:03 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; Gina McCarthy; Lisa Heinzerling; Scott Fulton; Seth Oster; Allyn 

Brooks-LaSure 
Subject: Fw: the filed Murkowski amendment 

FYI 
----- Forwarded by David Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US on 09/23/2009 01:01 PM -----

From: David Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Yates, Alice (Levin)" <Aiice_Yates@levin.senate.gov>, catharine_ransom@baucus.senate.gov, 
"Adamo, Chris (Stabenow)" <Chris_Adamo@stabenow.senate.gov>, chris_murray@bayh.senate.gov, 
"Black, Jonathan (Energy)" <Jonathan_Biack@energy.senate.gov>, "Shultz, Joseph (Brown)" 
<Joseph_Shultz@brown.senate.gov>, "Haynes, Laura (Carper)" <Laura_Haynes@carper.senate.gov>, 
"Distefano, Nichole (McCaskill)" <Nichole_Distefano@mccaskill.senate.gov>, 
tom_dower@commerce.senate.gov 
Date: 09/23/2009 12:55 PM 
Subject: the filed Murkowski amendment 

EPA's lawyers and program-staff experts are still examining its implications, but here is what they have 
identified thus far. 

The first paragraph of the filed Murkowski amendment would actually have the impact of prohibiting EPA 
from promulgating the vehicle GHG rules next March. Because the only way EPA can prevent that final 
rule from having the impact of making C02 a pollutant regulated under the Clean Air Act is by not 
promulgating the vehicle GHG rule at all. 

The last paragraph of the amendment would actually have the impact of prohibiting EPA from finalizing 
the endangerment finding, because not finalizing the endangerment finding would be the only way that 
EPA could ensure that the "consequences" of that finding would not go beyond section 2020(a) of the 
Clean Air Act. 

The amendment would have the impact of throwing stationary-source permitting in the following states 
into complete chaos: Illinois, Minnesota, Washington, Nevada, Arizona, California, Michigan, 
Pennsylvania, New York, Massachusetts, New Jersey, Hawaii, and Puerto Rico. The reason is that those 
states would be moving forward to process permits, but appeals of permits made by those states go to 
EPA's Environmental Appeals Board. Under the amendment, EPA would be prohibited from considering 
the issue of C02, which will be an issue in every one of those appeals. So the permitting controversies 
would never get resolved. 

The amendment would not prevent each of the states from going forward to deal with C02 in their 
permitting of large industrial facilities across the country. But the amendment would prevent EPA from 
doing any work to promote uniformity and rationality in those many different state proceedings. The 
result would be more of an uncertain patchwork for industry. 
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The amendment would have the impact of throwing stationary-source permitting in the following states into 
complete chaos: Illinois, Minnesota, Washington, Nevada, Arizona, California, Michigan, Pennsylvania, New York, 
Massachusetts, New Jersey, Hawaii, and Puerto Rico. The reason is that those states would be moving forward to 
process permits, but appeals of permits made by those states go to EPA's Environmental Appeals Board. Under 
the amendment, EPA would be prohibited from considering the issue of C02, which will be an issue in every one of 
those appeals. So the permitting controversies would never get resolved. 

[attachment "20090923120813747.pdf" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=David Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/23/2009 9:35:47 PM 
Re: emergent/urgent issue 

I don't know if we need the last sentence. I don't feel strongly though. 

Seth- assume you and David will blast this out once the Senator has it? 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 09/23/2009 04:50 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Gina McCarthy; Lisa Heinzerling; Diane Thompson; Scott Fulton; Seth Oster 
Subject: emergent/urgent issue 

The Murkowski amendment could come to a vote late tonight, although it now is looking more likely that 
she will not offer her amendment until tomorrow. :-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·oeii.tieraiive·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·!.·-·······································································································-·· ! i 

i Deliberative ! 
! i 
:""-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-D"ei·i-iieraii-ve·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-rA-te_w_mTnutes-ag·a~·se-nata·r·-·-·-·-·' 

; __ FeTnsfeln-se.nF-yau·-a-Tefte_r_wlio.se·-text-ls-p·a·sted"-lm.me"dlafeiyTieTcJ"w:-Tcfr~fted a response from you, which 

is pasted at the bottom of this message. Gina and Lisa H have approved it. I recommend that you 
authorize me to put your signature on it (or to bring it by for you to sign). If you do authorize me to put 
your signature on it and send it, I will, however, do a final gut check with the team of people I've been 
working with in the White House and in the Senate, just to make sure that nothing has changed such to 
make this letter unnecessary or counterproductive. 

Dear Administrator Jackson: 

Senator Lisa Murkowski has filed Amendment Number 2530 to H.R. 2996, the Department of the Interior, 
Environment, and Related Agencies Appropriations Act. 

Her amendment would prohibit the Environmental Protection Agency from using any funds made 
available under the Act to take any action that would have the effect of making a carbon dioxide a 
pollutant subject to regulation under the Clean Air Act for any source other than a mobile source. 

I am writing to ask you to tell me what the practical impact would be if Congress enacted that restriction. 

Thank you in advance for your prompt response. 

Sincerely. 

Dianne Feinstein 
U.S. Senator 

Dear Senator Feinstein, 

Thank you for your letter about Senator Lisa Murkowski's Amendment Number 2530 to H.R. 2996, the 
Department of the Interior, Environment, and Related Agencies Appropriations Act. As you noted in your 
letter, Senator Murkowski's amendment would prohibit the Environmental Protection Agency from using 
any funds made available under the Act to take any action that would have the effect of making a carbon 
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dioxide a pollutant subject to regulation under the Clean Air Act for any source other than a mobile source. 

You asked me what the practical impact would be if Congress enacted Senator Murkowski's amendment. The 
most striking impact would be to make it impossible for the Environmental Protection Agency to promulgate the 
light-duty vehicle greenhouse-gas emissions standards that the agency proposed on September 15, 2009. Because 
of the way the Clean Air Act is written, promulgation of the proposed light-duty vehicle rule will automatically 
make carbon dioxide a pollutant subject to regulation under the Clean Air Act for stationary sources, as well as for 
light-duty vehicles. The only way that EPA could comply with the prohibition in Senator Murkowski's amendment 
would be to not promulgate the light-duty vehicle standards. 

As you know, promulgating of EPA's light-duty vehicle greenhouse-gas emissions standards is an essential part of 
the historic agreement that President Obama announced earlier this year with the nation's auto-makers, the State 
of California, the Department of Transportation, and EPA. That agreement attracted broad, bi-partisan support. 
The joint DOT-EPA standards are projected to save 1.8 billion barrels of oil over the life of the program, which is 
twice the amount of oil (crude oil and products) imported in 2008 from the Persian Gulf countries, according to the 
Department of Energy's Energy Information Administration Office. Additionally, the standards are projected to 
help save consumers more than $3,000 over the lifetime of a model year 2016 vehicle and reduce approximately 
900 million metric tons of greenhouse gas emissions. Enactment of Senator Murkowski's amendment would pull 
the plug on those extraordinary accomplishments. 

Sincerely, 

Lisa P. Jackson 
Administrator 
Environmental Protection Agency 
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To: CN=Mathy Stanislaus/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Bob Sussman" 
[Sussman.bob@epa.gov]; Bob Sussman" [Sussman.bob@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 9/23/2009 9:59:45 PM 
Subject: Re: Coer D'Alene (bunker Hill) 

Are there EJ implications here? What will enviro groups say? What will the mayor and elected officials 
say? Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Mathy Stanislaus 
Sent: 09/23/2009 04:15 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; "Sussman Bob" <sussman.bob@epa.gov> 
Subject: Coer D'Alene (bunker Hill) 

If you recall I visited Coer D'Alene to meet with stakeholders a few weeks ago to address issues raised by 
some stakeholders regarding residential cleanups and a repository. Repositories are needed to dispose of 
lead contaminated soils removed from residences. There have been a number of repositories to date. 
Some residents had complained to OIG regarding the design and public outreach regarding the most 
recent repository referred to as East Mission Flats Repository. 
During my visit most residents were in favor of expeditiously moving forward on the residential cleanup 
and the repository. Without the repository the residential cleanup would have to suspended (Note: the 
residential cleanup has been expedited by ARRA funds). 

Based on the OIG complaint, the region has reevuated the technical design in consultation with OIG. OIG 
concluded that the design and outreach was adequate but requested a supplemental monitoring 
program. The region and the State of Idaho has agreed to the supplemental monitoring. 

Deliberative 
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To: CN=Katharine Gage/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: "Michelle DePass" [depass.michelle@epa.gov]; Robert Goulding" 
[goulding.robert@epa.gov]; Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" [mccarthy.gina@epa.gov]; David Mcintosh" 
[mcintosh.david@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 9/23/2009 11:00:47 PM 
Subject: Re: Mtg with Todd Stern, Jonathan Pershing to discuss GHG regulatory strategy 

That's cool. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Katharine Gage 
Sent: 09/23/2009 06:53 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: "Michelle DePass" <depass.michelle@epa.gov>; "Robert Goulding" <goulding.robert@epa.gov>; 

"Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>; "David Mcintosh" <mcintosh.david@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Mtg with Todd Stern, Jonathan Pershing to discuss GHG regulatory strategy 

Administrator, 

Todd is unable to come tomorrow so we confirmed an hour for Friday. 

Unfortunately Jonathan Pershing will be out of the country so Todd is planning on bringing his CoS Peter 
Ogden. 

Please let me know if that is not OK or you need anything to change. 

Thank you, 
Kate 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
Katharine Gage/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/22/2009 06:10PM 

Subject: Re: Mtg with Todd Stern, Jonathan Pershing to discuss GHG regulatory strategy 

Ty 

-----Original Message----
From: Katharine Gage 
Sent: 09/22/2009 06:10PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: "Michelle DePass" <depass.michelle@epa.gov>; "Robert Goulding" <goulding.robert@epa.gov>; 

"Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>; "David Mcintosh" <mcintosh.david@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Mtg with Todd Stern, Jonathan Pershing to discuss GHG regulatory strategy 

Stern's office can't do before Thursday and we are waiting for them to get back to us to confirm a time. 
am hoping to confirm a time for Thursday first thing tomorrow. 

Thank you, 
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From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Katharine Gage" <Gage.Katharine@epamail.epa.gov> 
Cc: "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>, "Michelle DePass" <depass.michelle@epa.gov>, 
"David Mcintosh" <mcintosh.david@epa.gov>, "Robert Goulding" <goulding.robert@epa.gov> 
Date: 09/22/2009 03:15 PM 
Subject: Mtg with Todd Stern, Jonathan Pershing to discuss GHG regulatory strategy 

Need the above ASAP. Tx. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

II Lis a At H 0 me II i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·Perso-na:i"Privacy-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 
CN=Rich ard Win-ds.or/oU=l)Cfo=OsE-PJVC=:us-·" 
Thur 9/24/2009 12:45:01 AM 
Fw: signed copy of the Chesapeake Bay draft strategy guidance 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 09/23/2009 05:59 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Bob Sussman; Chuck Fox 
Subject: Fw: signed copy of the Chesapeake Bay draft strategy guidance 

FYI, Jon called to let me know this was going out. Would usually just go from OMB but Nancy stayed 
involved to ensure it would be acceptable. 
DT 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 
-----Forwarded by Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US on 09/23/2009 05:57PM-----

From: 11 Carson I J 0 nathan K. II <r-·-·-·-·-·-·-Personif"-Privacy·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-} 

To: Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/23/2009 03:00 PM 
Subject: FW: signed copy of the Chesapeake Bay draft strategy guidance 

Here's the memo I mentioned, thanks, 
Jon 

Jon Carson 
Chief of Staff 
Council on Environmental Quality 

Office r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 
Fax· ! Personal Privacy i 

. ! i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

U rock!!!! 

CN=David Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 9/24/2009 4:13:54 PM 
Re: we just won on Murkowski 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 09/24/2009 12:07 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; Scott Fulton; Lisa Heinzerling; Arvin Ganesan; Gina McCarthy; 

Seth Oster 
Subject: we just won on Murkowski 

Pursuant to unanimous consent, that amendment (and Thune's similar one) will not get a vote. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Jackpot! 

CN=David Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 9/24/2009 4:26:45 PM 
Re: we just won on Murkowski 

-----Original Message----

From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 09/24/2009 12:11 PM EDT 
To: David Mcintosh 
Cc: Arvin Ganesan; Diane Thompson; Gina McCarthy; Lisa Heinzerling; Richard Windsor; Scott Fulton; 

Seth Oster 
Subject: Re: we just won on Murkowski 

And it looks like the bill will pass today. No cloture vote needed. 

From: David Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Scott 
Fulton/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, 
Gina McCarthy/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Seth Oster/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/24/2009 12:07 PM 
Subject: we just won on Murkowski 

Pursuant to unanimous consent, that amendment (and Thune's similar one) will not get a vote. 
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To: 
Ce: 
Bee: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
[] 
CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 9/24/2009 7:21:17 PM 
Re: 

no she didn't. she is the AA and you are the assoc ad min. i will speak to her separately. then i want to 
speak to you both together. this willget ironed out. tx. sorry i haven't gotten involved before .. Lisa 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 

"Diane Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 9/24/2009 7:39:08 PM 

Subject: Fw: 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 09/24/2009 03:29 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: 

Thank you. I will be relieved and much happier if this can be ironed out. I'm glad to hear it will. 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@ EPA 
09/24/2009 03:21 PM 

Subject: Re: 

no she didn't. she is the AA and you are the assoc ad min. i will speak to her separately. then i want to 
speak to you both together. this willget ironed out. tx. sorry i haven't gotten involved before .. Lisa 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 9/24/2009 10:07:29 PM 
Re: Laura Yoshii 

Not silicon valley but definitely fine with NRDC. I do not want to roll to Comm Club, dinners or very hi level 
events with tons of staff. 

-----Original Message----
From: Seth Oster 
Sent: 09/24/2009 05:32 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Laura Yoshii 

There are two things on your schedule for California that could-- but do not have to-- include Laura. But 
she's asked what she should attend. 

The first one is the dinner with Silicon Valley executives on Monday night, where I will be with you. 
The other is on Wednesday night when you go to the NRDC barbecue in the evening (I am going to skip 
that if it's OK with you). 

I've included her in everything else-- the public events obviously, but also the Commonwealth Club 
Dinner after the speech, For Bill Maher, I'm getting her and the other staff tickets to sit in the audience 
(not go back stage). 

You want her to join you at the NRDC and Silicon Valley dinners? 

Seth 

Seth Oster 
Associate Administrator 
Office of Public Affairs 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(202) 564-1918 
oster.seth @epa.gov 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Nice! Tx! 

CN=David Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 9/24/2009 10:34:47 PM 
Re: The Senate just passed our approps bill by a vote of 77 to 21 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 09/24/2009 06:27 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; Scott Fulton; Lisa Heinzerling; Bob Sussman; Bob Perciasepe; 

Ray Spears; Craig Hooks; Arvin Ganesan; Seth Oster; Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Robert Goulding; Eric Wachter; 
Gina McCarthy; Lawrence Elworth 

Subject: The Senate just passed our approps bill by a vote of 77 to 21 
Nothing bad happened. The Senate-passed bill will now go into conference with the House-passed bill. 
"Pre-conference" discussions started several days ago. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Scott Fu lton/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 9/25/2009 12:21 :36 PM 
Re: Terrorist arrest in Dallas 

I did. Tx. Its part of my reason for being so concerned. Total breakdown in communication (before and, 
even worse, after the incident was over). 

-----Original Message----
From: Scott Fulton 
Sent: 09/25/2009 08:19AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: Terrorist arrest in Dallas 

Not sure you saw this one. 

-----Forwarded by Scott Fulton/DC/USEPA/US on 09/25/2009 08:19AM-----

From: Lawrence Starfield/R6/USEPA/US 
To: Scott Fulton/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Miguel Flores/R6/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Allyn Brooks-LaSure/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, David Gray/R6/USEPA/US, "Lynda Carroll" 
<carroll.lynda@epa.gov> 
Date: 09/24/2009 09:15 PM 
Subject: Re: Terrorist arrest in Dallas 

CONFIDENTIAL 

Scott, 

I was in the office after 6 pm when several employees called to tell me about this-- it was on the 6 
O'Clock News. David Gray, our Communications Director, alerted HQ. 

My ARA, Lynda Carroll, checked with building security. They knew about the FBI sting operation, but 
didn't think there was a risk to us, so they didn't tell us. 

Many staff members came by to ask why we didn't alert them. We were planning to leave folks a 
message tonight saying that employee safety is our first concern, that there is no remaining risk to the 
building, that we had not been informed by authorities or we would have communicated earlier, etc. 

Allyn -- Let us know if you want to coordinate the message to staff. 

Call if you'd like to discuss. 

Larry 
Sent by EPA Wireless E-Mail Services 

From: Scott Fulton 
Sent: 09/24/2009 08:55 PM EDT 
To: Miguel Flores; Lawrence Starfield 
Cc: Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Subject: Fw: Terrorist arrest in Dallas 
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Per my call to Miguel. Note "need to know" requirement. Please limit distribution to essential personnel. 

From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 09/24/2009 08:20 PM EDT 
To: "Seth Oster" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; "Allyn Brooks-Lasure" <Brooks-lasure.allyn@epa.gov>; Scott Fulton 
Subject: Fw: Terrorist arrest in Dallas 

From: "Saavedra, Donald" [Donald.Saavedra@dhs.gov] 
Sent: 09/24/2009 08:18 PM AST 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: "Saavedra, Donald" <Donald.Saavedra@dhs.gov> 
Subject: FW: Terrorist arrest in Dallas 

Here is the information that you requested. 

Donald C. Saavedra 
Senior Intelligence Analyst 
IWW 
202-282-8309 
WARNING: This document contains information that may be exempt from public release under the Freedom of 
Information Act (5 USC 552). This document is to be controlled, handled, transmitted, distributed, and disposed of 
in accordance with Department of Homeland Security policy relating to FOUO information, and is not to be 
released to the public or personnel who do not have a valid "need to know" without prior approval from the 
originating agency. 

From: Capozzi, Michael <CTR> On Behalf Of NOC.FUSION 
Sent: Thursday, September 24, 2009 8:04 PM 
To: Stokes, Roger 
Cc: NOC.FUSION; SL_Field; IA.IWW 
Subject: FW: Terrorist arrest in Dallas 

FYI 

v/r 

Michael Capozzi 
Fusion Desk Analyst 
DHS National Operations Center 
3801 Nebraska Avenue NW 
Washington, D.C. 20393 
202-282-9685 

From: Sanderlin, Joshua [mailto:joshua.sanderlin@dpd.ci.dallas.tx.us] 
Sent: Thursday, September 24, 2009 7:59 PM 
To: soc@txdps.state.tx.us; FUSION, NOC 
Cc: crimeanalyst@ listserv.ci.irving. tx.us 
Subject: Terrorist arrest in Dallas 
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Terrorist suspect arrested in Dallas: 

Today at 12:16 pm the FBI/JTif arrested a 19 year old Jordanian national, Hosam Maher Husein Smadi, illegally in 
the US, as he attempted to detonate a 500 lb INERT truck bomb- supplied by an FBI undercover Agent- at the 
Fountain Place office building in downtown Dallas. His arrest was the result of an FBI undercover operation. The 
public was never in danger. The subject is a self-inspired Sunni extremist acting alone. He will appear in federal 
court at 1100 tomorrow. Charged at this time with Attempting to Use a Weapon of Mass Destruction. Other 
charges to follow. Press release from US Attorney and FBI went out at 5:30 pm and is generating heavy reaction. 
Subject recently moved from Italy, Ellis County to Hillsboro, Hill County. Search underway in Hillsboro. 

I stress that the public was never in danger. This operation was coordinated fully with Dallas PD. I will try to get 
you a press release if I can. Sending to chiefs in event you get questions from your city leaders. This was a tightly
held UC operation under national FBI direction until this afternoon. 

FBI representative. 

The Dallas Fusion Center does not possess any further information at this time other than what is available through 
the media. 

Joshua Sanderlin #7730 
Detective Analyst 
Fusion Center 
Strategic Deployment Bureau 
Dallas Police Department 
Office (214) 671-3482 
Blackberry (214) 998-4783 

3 

EPA-00 1343000287 4-0003 



To: CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Ce: CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Bee: CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Fri 9/25/2009 3:21:47 PM 
Subject: we need to talk about OPEl 

when are you free ? in the meantime, please have your staff forward your Todd Stern briefing docs to 
Lisa H, Michelle and Diane. tx. 
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To: 
Cc: 
Bee: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Hi Lee, 

l.~.~-~-~~~~§~~~I~~ix~.~¥.~-~J 
[] 
[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 9/25/2009 5:15:26 PM 
Re: Fw: Couple of things you might be interested in ... Lee 

Great to hear form you. I owe your mom a call. I haven't spoken to her in sol long and I miss her. In the 
meantime, please tell her I said hi! 

I can't attend the 10/20 forum (I'll be out of the country). It's happening in the building next door to mine 
so it would have been an easy commute! 

I will forward the invitation for the June 6-7 event to my scheduling staff. I am concerned that there will 
be conflicts of interest that will not allow me to attend. That will turn on whether DeLoitte is regulated 
and whether you are making a profit on the conference. I note that there is no federal cabinet 
representation on last year's agenda and I am wondering if that is why. 

Lisa 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

t:~:~:~:~:~:~~~~s!J~ri~aJ:~rl~~~i:~:~:~:~:~:J 
Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/23/2009 04:11 PM 

Subject: Fw: Couple of things you might be interested in ... Lee 

Sent via BlackBerry by AT&T 
From: "Resnick, Lee (US- Parsippany)" 
Date: Man, 14 Sep 2009 15:06:59 -0500 

T 0: r~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.·~--~~~~s~~.6.~L~~rJ~~~Y.~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~."J 
Subject: Couple of things you might be interested in ... Lee 
Lisa, 

I hope this email finds you well. 

I was speaking to a partner of mine who heads our Energy practice. Our Firm is hosting an event on 
Carbon on October 20 in Washington, DC. When we spoke last, you indicated an interest in what industry 
was thinking on Carbon. You or a designate might like to attend this event. I attach an invite. 

We'd also like to invite you to be our keynote speaker at our energy conference next June 7 and 8. 
attach material from this year's event so you could get an idea of topics and presenters. Among the 
presenters this year were Suedeen G. Kelly of the Federal Energy Regulatory Commission and Kristine L. 
Svinicki of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

Let me know what you think. 
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Thanks. 

Lee 

Lee H. Resnick, ASA, MAAA 
Principal, Chief Health Actuary 
Human Capital 
Deloitte Consulting LLP 

Tel: (or Direct:) +1973 602-6619 
Fax: +1973 4515089 
Mobile: +r·-FiersoilaTilriviic"Y._! 
I res nick@ 'defi:iTi:"te·:cam·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
www.deloitte.com 

*****Any tax advice included in this written or electronic communication was not intended or written to be used, 
and it cannot be used by the taxpayer, for the purpose of avoiding any penalties that may be imposed on the 
taxpayer by any governmental taxing authority or agency***** 

This message (including any attachments) contains confidential information intended for a specific individual and 
purpose, and is protected by law. If you are not the intended recipient, you should delete this message. Any 
disclosure, copying, or distribution of this message, or the taking of any action based on it, is strictly prohibited. 
[v.T.1] 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

"Lisa At Home" :-·-·-·-·-·-iiersoil.ai.-Fi.rivac:Y-·-·-·-·-·-: 
CN=Richard Windsor7oU=CfC7o=UsEPAIC=US 
Sat 9/26/2009 6:18:31 PM 
Fw: Dinner at the Hooks' 

-----Original Message----

From: Craig Hooks 
Sent: 09/21/2009 05:46 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Dinner at the Hooks' 

Great. Absolutely bring the kids. Look forward to seeing you. 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 09/21/2009 04:33 PM EDT 
To: Craig Hooks 
Cc: Robert Goulding; "Jackson, Kenneth \(GWM-CAI\)" <Kenneth_S_Jackson@ml.com> 
Subject: Re: Dinner at the Hooks' 

Hi Craig, 

Kenny and I will pass by. We have CBC gala that evening and are leaving for CA the next day so we won't 
be able to party til the cows come home. THanks. Can we bring the kids? 

Lisa 

From: Craig Hooks/DC/USEPA/US 
To: LisaP Jackson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Bob Perciasepe/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Scott 
Fulton/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, 
Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Ray Spears/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Seth Oster/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, 
Allyn Brooks-LaSure/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Adora Andy/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, David 
Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Sarah Pallone/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, 
Gina McCarthy/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Cynthia Giles/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Michelle 
DePass/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Steve Owens/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Mathy Stanislaus/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, 
Peter Silva/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, DRegas@environmentaldefense.org, sherman@bdlaw.com, 
eplaws@aol.com, Rafael Deleon/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Robert Goulding/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Eric 
Wachter/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Benita Best-Wong/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Charles 
lmohiosen/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/20/2009 03:42 PM 
Subject: Dinner at the Hooks' 

Not to many good weather days left in the season. So .... Austria and I thought we would have folks over 
for early dinner next Saturday and get a chance to know our EPA colleagues and friends a little better. 
We hope you and your families can come. We thought we get started at 2pm. We'll have plenty of good 
things to eat and lots of choices of cold things to drink. Please let me know if you can make it! We look 
forward to seeing you. 

Wh .-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
ere: l.-.~~~-:;?..~.~~--~-~-~~~~Y... __ j 
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··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

i Personal Privacy i 
i i 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

Time: 2pm 

Date: September 26, 2009 

Directions 

Personal Privacy 

Craig E. Hooks, Assistant Administrator 
Office of Administration and Resources Management 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave NW (3101A) 
Rm 3330 Ariel Rios North 
Phone - 202 564-4600 

2 

EPA-00 13430002877-0002 



To: CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fulton/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Scott Fulton/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: CN=Bob Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Chuck 
Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Diane Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov]; N=Chuck 
Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Diane Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov]; Diane 
Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Sun 9/27/2009 1:13:24 PM 
Subject: Re: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 

r:::::::::::::::::::::::::~~~I~~:f~:~:~:~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::J 
-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/27/2009 08:56AM EDT 
To: Scott Fulton 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe; Chuck Fox; Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 

i Deliberative i 
i ! 
i ! 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 

From: Scott Fulton/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Chuck Fox/CBP/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/27/2009 08:44AM 
Subject: Re: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 

Deliberative 
-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/27/2009 07:24AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe; Scott Fulton; Chuck Fox 
Subject: Fw: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 
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[::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~!:~:~~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::] 
-----Original Message----
From: Mike Shapiro 
Sent: 09/26/2009 07:32 PM EDT 
To: Bob Sussman; Peter Silva; William Early; Jon Capacasa; Chuck Fox 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe; Scott Fulton 
Subject: Re: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 

Bob, 

We will be forwarding a background paper to you .. There is a legitimate concern that a Dec 2010 date will not give 
the states enough time to put implementation plans in place that will satisfy our expectations, at least in part 
because EPA is behind schedule in providing the load reduction numbers. 

Mike 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/26/2009 04:15 PM EDT 
To: Peter Silva; Mike Shapiro; William Early; Jon Capacasa; Chuck Fox 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe; Scott Fulton 
Subject: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 

Deliberative 
Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
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To: CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: CN=Bob Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Chuck 
Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott Fulton/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Diane 
Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov]; N=Chuck 
Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott Fulton/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Diane 
Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov]; N=Scott Fulton/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Diane 
Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov]; Diane Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Sun 9/27/2009 1:23:04 PM 
Subject: Re: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 

r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·! 

I Deliberative I 
!-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/27/2009 09:18AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe; Chuck Fox; Scott Fulton; "Diane Thompson" <thompson.diane@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

' ' 

! Deliberative ! 
t·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Scott Fulton/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Chuck Fox/CBP/USEPA/US@EPA, "Diane Thompson" 
<thompson.diane@epa.gov> 
Date: 09/27/2009 09:13AM 
Subject: Re: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 

!"·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 
' ' 

i Deliberative i 
i i 
i i 
i.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/27/2009 08:56AM EDT 
To: Scott Fulton 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe; Chuck Fox; Richard Windsor 

.-·---~.~:~.~l~.~.!: __ ~~~-_q~.!~.!9.!._Ei!.l_a_l!~i.~g__!~.~-<;.~_IMI?.L. ______________________________________________________________________________________________________________ , 
! i 

i Deliberative i 
! i 

l·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 
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Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 

From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Date: 

Scott Fulton/DC/USEPA/US 
Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Bob Perciasepe/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Chuck Fox/CBP/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/27/2009 08:44AM 

Subject: Re: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 
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-----Original Message----

From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/27/2009 07:24AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe; Scott Fulton; Chuck Fox 
Subject: Fw: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 
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-----Original Message----

From: Mike Shapiro 
Sent: 09/26/2009 07:32 PM EDT 
To: Bob Sussman; Peter Silva; William Early; Jon Capacasa; Chuck Fox 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe; Scott Fulton 
Subject: Re: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 

Bob, 

We will be forwarding a background paper to you .. There is a legitimate concern that a Dec 2010 date will not give 
the states enough time to put implementation plans in place that will satisfy our expectations, at least in part 
because EPA is behind schedule in providing the load reduction numbers. 

Mike 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/26/2009 04:15 PM EDT 
To: Peter Silva; Mike Shapiro; William Early; Jon Capacasa; Chuck Fox 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe; Scott Fulton 
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Subject: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 

Deliberat 
Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
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To: CN=Chuck Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Sun 9/27/2009 4:02:54 PM 
Subject: Re: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDLMarcus pickup at 245 at Gonzaga, practice at 
330. Brian practice at 6 

-----Original Message----
From: Chuck Fox 
Sent: 09/27/2009 09:31AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe; Bob Sussman; Scott Fulton; "Diane Thompson" <thompson.diane@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 

Colleagues, 
I'd like to offer a few brief comments and observations. 

Deliberat • IVe 

Is this helpful? Does this sound right? Bob S./Scott, how about I give you a call this evening or first thing 
in the AM, after I read through all the details from last week. 

Chuck 

J. Charles Fox 
Senior Advisor to the Administrator 
Environmental Protection Agency 
410 Severn Avenue, Ste 109 
410-267-5730 
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410-267-5777 (f) 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Scott Fulton/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Chuck Fox/CBP/USEPA/US@EPA, "Diane Thompson" 
<thompson.diane@epa.gov> 
Date: 09/27/2009 09:14AM 
Subject: Re: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 

1:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:~!!:~~:~~!!~:~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::] 
-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/27/2009 08:56AM EDT 
To: Scott Fulton 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe; Chuck Fox; Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 
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Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 

From: Scott Fulton/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Chuck Fox/CBP/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/27/2009 08:44AM 
Subject: Re: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 

Deliberative 
-----Original Message----

From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/27/2009 07:24AM EDT 
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To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe; Scott Fulton; Chuck Fox 
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-----Original Message----

From: Mike Shapiro 
Sent: 09/26/2009 07:32 PM EDT 
To: Bob Sussman; Peter Silva; William Early; Jon Capacasa; Chuck Fox 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe; Scott Fulton 
Subject: Re: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 

Bob, 

We will be forwarding a background paper to you .. There is a legitimate concern that a Dec 2010 date will not give 
the states enough time to put implementation plans in place that will satisfy our expectations, at least in part 
because EPA is behind schedule in providing the load reduction numbers. 

Mike 

-----Original Message----

From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/26/2009 04:15 PM EDT 
To: Peter Silva; Mike Shapiro; William Early; Jon Capacasa; Chuck Fox 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe; Scott Fulton 
Subject: Date for Finalizing the CB TMDL 

Deliberative 
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Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Sarah Dale/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 9/28/2009 5:54:49 PM 
Re: Laura yoshii 

Sorry. Thought I cc'd you. Must have screwed that upb told her to come to the room at 1130. Gonna get it 
over with. 

-----Original Message----
From: Sarah Dale 
Sent: 09/28/2009 01:53 PM EDT 
To: "LPJ" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 
Subject: Laura yoshii 

Bill glenn in the regional office mentioned that you emailed laura yoshii about coming over this morning 
for coffee. Do you know if this is happening? When/where were you going to meet? Just trying to 
coordinate with security and her office. We can also do a quick 15 min one-on-one with her between the 
bankers club lunch and the sierra club if that works better. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Yes. 

CN=Sarah Dale/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 9/28/2009 6:07:26 PM 
Re: Laura yoshii 

-----Original Message----
From: Sarah Dale 
Sent: 09/28/2009 01:59 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: John Neville; Eric Weese; Pasquale Perrotta 
Subject: Re: Laura yoshii 

Okay no problem. Is she just going to come straight up? l'lllet security know that she'll be in with you and 
then will head out at some point before you call diane and drive over to lunch. 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 09/28/2009 01:54 PM EDT 
To: Sarah Dale 
Subject: Re: Laura yoshii 

Sorry. Thought I cc'd you. Must have screwed that upb told her to come to the room at 1130. Gonna get it 
over with. 

-----Original Message----
From: Sarah Dale 
Sent: 09/28/2009 01:53 PM EDT 
To: "LPJ" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 
Subject: Laura yoshii 

Bill glenn in the regional office mentioned that you emailed laura yoshii about coming over this morning 
for coffee. Do you know if this is happening? When/where were you going to meet? Just trying to 
coordinate with security and her office. We can also do a quick 15 min one-on-one with her between the 
bankers club lunch and the sierra club if that works better. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Sarah Dale/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 9/28/2009 6:12:07 PM 
Re: Laura yoshii 

After lunch is cool. Kenny is mtg me( dressed and ready to go) at 615 in the hotel for tonitye. Cool? 

-----Original Message----
From: Sarah Dale 
Sent: 09/28/2009 02:10 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Laura yoshii 

Great. I'm already at the first site, but if you want to go over the day for a few minutes, I can come back to 
the hotel (its close) before laura comes to walk through it. We can always chat for a few minutes before 
or after the lunch if that's easier. Everything today is pretty self-explanatory--tomorrow is the day that's a 
bit more complicated. 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 09/28/2009 02:07 PM EDT 
To: Sarah Dale 
Subject: Re: Laura yoshii 

Yes. 

-----Original Message----
From: Sarah Dale 
Sent: 09/28/2009 01:59 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: John Neville; Eric Weese; Pasquale Perrotta 
Subject: Re: Laura yoshii 

Okay no problem. Is she just going to come straight up? l'lllet security know that she'll be in with you and 
then will head out at some point before you call diane and drive over to lunch. 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 09/28/2009 01:54 PM EDT 
To: Sarah Dale 
Subject: Re: Laura yoshii 

Sorry. Thought I cc'd you. Must have screwed that upb told her to come to the room at 1130. Gonna get it 
over with. 

-----Original Message----
From: Sarah Dale 
Sent: 09/28/2009 01:53 PM EDT 
To: "LPJ" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 
Subject: Laura yoshii 

Bill glenn in the regional office mentioned that you emailed laura yoshii about coming over this morning 
for coffee. Do you know if this is happening? When/where were you going to meet? Just trying to 
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coordinate with security and her office. We can also do a quick 15 min one-on-one with her between the bankers 
club lunch and the sierra club if that works better. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Sarah Dale/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 9/28/2009 6:17:31 PM 
Re: Laura yoshii 

K. Not ch*nging much. 

-----Original Message----
From: Sarah Dale 
Sent: 09/28/2009 02:15 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Laura yoshii 

Yeah that is perfect. We should leave the hotel by 6:30 at the latest to make it over to redwood city by 
7:00, so as long as he's there on time with his party shoes all shined up, that'll be fine. You'll be back at 
the hotel by 5:30ish to get changed after your last meeting. 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 09/28/2009 02:12 PM EDT 
To: Sarah Dale 
Subject: Re: Laura yoshii 

After lunch is cool. Kenny is mtg me( dressed and ready to go) at 615 in the hotel for tonitye. Cool? 

-----Original Message----
From: Sarah Dale 
Sent: 09/28/2009 02:10 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Laura yoshii 

Great. I'm already at the first site, but if you want to go over the day for a few minutes, I can come back to 
the hotel (its close) before laura comes to walk through it. We can always chat for a few minutes before 
or after the lunch if that's easier. Everything today is pretty self-explanatory--tomorrow is the day that's a 
bit more complicated. 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 09/28/2009 02:07 PM EDT 
To: Sarah Dale 
Subject: Re: Laura yoshii 

Yes. 

-----Original Message----
From: Sarah Dale 
Sent: 09/28/2009 01:59 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: John Neville; Eric Weese; Pasquale Perrotta 
Subject: Re: Laura yoshii 

Okay no problem. Is she just going to come straight up? l'lllet security know that she'll be in with you and 
then will head out at some point before you call diane and drive over to lunch. 
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-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 09/28/2009 01:54 PM EDT 
To: Sarah Dale 
Subject: Re: Laura yoshii 

Sorry. Thought I cc'd you. Must have screwed that upb told her to come to the room at 1130. Gonna get it over 
with. 

-----Original Message----
From: Sarah Dale 
Sent: 09/28/2009 01:53 PM EDT 
To: "LPJ" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 
Subject: Laura yoshii 

Bill glenn in the regional office mentioned that you emailed laura yoshii about coming over this morning for coffee. 
Do you know if this is happening? When/where were you going to meet? Just trying to coordinate with security 
and her office. We can also do a quick 15 min one-on-one with her between the bankers club lunch and the sierra 
club if that works better. 
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To: CN=Craig Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: CN=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Eric 
Wachter/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Scott Fulton" [fulton.scott@epa.gov]; N=Eric 
Wachter/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Scott Fulton" [fulton.scott@epa.gov]; N=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Scott Fulton" [fulton.scott@epa.gov]; N=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Scott Fulton" [fulton.scott@epa.gov]; Scott Fulton" 
[fulton .scott@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 9/29/2009 12:38:30 AM 
Subject: Re: Draft Response to the Title 42 Inquiry (draft letter) 

Has OGC and Arvin concurred? If so, I think I am fine as long as Scott and Diane are. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Craig Hooks 
Sent: 09/28/2009 08:03 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Seth Oster; Eric Wachter; Diane Thompson; Arvin Ganesan 
Subject: Draft Response to the Title 42 Inquiry (draft letter) 

Lisa, 

Attached is the latest draft letter to Congressman Barton/Weldon pertaining to their inquiries regarding 
EPA's use of Title 42 hiring authorities (very senior scientist positions). The response is four pages long 
and I have included it in the text below (a lot to read on a bb). If someone has a laptop with you perhaps 
I can send it to them. I can also fax a copy to you if you prefer. A similar letter also went to HHS and 
OPM asking them questions regarding EPA's authorities, consultation points of contact between our 
agency and theirs, etc. We indicated to HHS that we would share our letter with them before we sent it. 
HHS wasn't sure they were going to respond at all (Apparently, it is HHS's policy to only respond to 
committee chairs) We have not shared this letter with HHS, to date. I've asked staff to call OPM 
tomorrow morning to determine if OPM has/will respond to the Hill's inquiries. It is due out of the agency 
on Thursday. 

There are other issues that we need to address as far as how we implement this program here at EPA 
(e.g., oversight role, delegation, etc.). This response should not affect any changes we wish to make 
regarding implementation. Safe travels. Thx. 

The Honorable Joe Barton 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Barton: 

Thank you for your letter of September 14, 2009 in which you and Congressman Walden requested 
information about Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) use of the special pay authorities under Title 
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42 of the United States Code (42 U.S.C.). Our answers to your questions are as follows: 

Question 1: Is the EPA part of the Public Health Service? Does the meaning of {{Surgeon General" in 42 U.S. C. 
§209(g) include the Administrator of EPA? What agencies outside of the Department of Health and Human 
Services (HHS) are included in the definition of {{Public Health Service" and/or have §209(f) or §209(g) authority? 
How are such determinations made? If EPA is relying on HHS statutory authority under 42 U.S.C. §209, must EPA 
in turn rely on HHS administration of the provision or can it issue its own implementing regulations? 

Deliberative 
Question 2: If the Title 42 pay authorities can be applied to the EPA, could they be applied to any federal 
department or agency merely by asserting 42 U.S.C. §209 authority in that department's or agency's appropriation 
law? As a matter of statutory interpretation, is it correct that 42 U.S.C. §209(f) is not limited in application to 
scientist employees? As a matter of statutory interpretation, is it correct that there are no salary caps imposed by 
either §209(f) or §209(g)? 

Deliberative 
Question 3: Did EPA receive a delegation of authority from HHS to appoint and compensate individuals under 
42 U.S.C. §209(f) and/or 42 U.S.C. §209(g)? If so, when did EPA receive this delegation of authority and what was 
the nature of the delegation of authority? 

[_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_~-~-~-~-~~-~~~-~~~----_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-] 

Question 4: Did EPA receive any kind of assistance from HHS (including any HHS agencies), the Office of 
Personnel Management (OPM), or any other federal agency related to special pay authorities under 42 U.S.C. 
§209? If so, please explain in detail the nature of the assistance, the dates such assistance was provided, and the 
names and titles of the officials who provided such assistance. Did any of this assistance involve any legislation 
related to special pay authorities under 42 U.S.C. §209? 

[::::::::::::::::::::~:~:!:!:~:~:~~!:!:~~:::::::::::::::::::::1 
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Deliberative 
Question 5: The following data: 

Question a: How many EPA employees are currently receiving compensation under Title 42? 

[_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_i?_~H~-~~~!i_~~----_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-J 

Question b: How many EPA employees have converted from the federal Civil Service to Title 42 
appointments, and how much has EPA spent on increased salaries for these conversions (including the average 
increase in annual salary per conversion)? 
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Question c: Has EPA paid retention bonuses to individuals getting Title 42 pay? If so, how much? 
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~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

Question d: How many EPA employees have received Title 42 annual salaries above $153,000? What is the 
aggregate amount that EPA has paid in excess of $153,000 for all Title 42 annual salaries paid by EPA? 

Deliberative 
Question e: What is EPA's highest Title 42 annual total compensation and highest Title 42 annual salary paid 
under the Title 42 program? 

:-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
! i 

I Deliberative I 
! i 
! i 

i.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 
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Question 6: Public Law 109-54 states that the Administrator of EPA may make Title 42 appointments {{after 
consultation with the Office of Personnel Management [OPM]." Has EPA consulted with OPM before making each 
Title 42 appointment? When have these consultations occurred? Who is the EPA official that consults with OPM, 
and who at OPM is consulted? What information does EPA seek from OPM in these consultations? Are these 
consultations with OPM documented? Has OPM ever objected to an EPA Title 42 appointment, and did EPA take 
any action as a result of the objection? Has OPM ever provided substantive feedback to EPA in a consultation of a 
Title 42 appointment? Did EPA consult with OPM in the promulgation of EPA's regulations, orders, and/or 
operations manual for Title 42 appointments? 

Deliberative 
Again, thank you for your letter. If you have further questions, please contact me or your staff may call Clara Jones 
in EPA's Office of Congressional and Intergovernmental Relations at (202) 564-3701. 

Sincerely, 

Craig E. Hooks 
Assistant Administrator 

cc: The Honorable Henry A. Waxman 
The Honorable Bart Stupak 
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To: CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: CN=Peter Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 9/29/2009 3:45:24 AM 
Subject: Re: NAS Study on WOUS Jurisdicational Determinations 

We may not be able to put this genie back in the bottle. Perhaps that's ok. Just need to discuss once you 
get info. Lisa 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/28/2009 09:30 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Peter Silva; Bob Perciasepe; Arvin Ganesan 
Subject: Fw: NAS Study on WOUS Jurisdicational Determinations 

I've now heard from the career staff that we are pretty far down the road with this study and have 
obligated money to NAS. Nobody at the political level was informed as far as I can tell. I've asked for a 
briefing with pete. 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 09/28/2009 06:30 PM EDT 
To: Peter Silva; Mike Shapiro; Suzanne Schwartz; Gregory Peck 
Cc: Cynthia Giles; Catherine McCabe; Arvin Ganesan; Bob Perciasepe 
Subject: NAS Study on WOUS Jurisdicational Determinations 

The NAS study referenced in this INSIDE EPA story is news to me and doesn't seem well-timed in light of 
current legislative activity. Could we get an explanation of the status of this effort as well as a description 
of what issues we would be submitting to NAS and how its deliberations would relate to steps EPA might 
take on its own to streamline jurisdictional determinations under Swank and Rapanos? 

Eying Backup To Hill, EPA Plans NAS Study To Speed CWA Determinations 
EPA is planning to ask the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) to recommend ways to speed 
determinations on whether waterbodies are subject to the Clean Water Act (CWA), a plan that is meant 
as an administrative backup to stalled legislation but which is drawing concern from activists who fear 
critics may cite it as a reason not to pass the bill. 
Agency officials say EPA and the Army Corps of Engineers are preparing to request a study from the NAS 
on ways the agencies could speed jurisdictional determinations in the wake of two Supreme Court 
decisions that have complicated determinations for regulators trying to determine whether marginal 
waters, such as isolated wetlands, are subject to federal protections. 
The study would focus on how EPA could define certain categories of waterbodies as always jurisdictional, 
which could greatly reduce the amount of site-specific research currently needed to declare a water 
subject to regulation under the water law. 
One agency source says this could enhance EPA regulation of mountaintop coal mining and other surface 
mining activities because it would improve their understanding of headwater streams. The agency is also 
conducting a new study on the environmental impacts of the mining operations, which could help 
strengthen EPA's effort to require strict mitigation and oversight of the projects. 
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The clean water legislation, S. 787, aims to codify the scope of the CWA that EPA and the Corps had been using 
before two key Supreme Court decisions ruled the agencies had stretched the law too far. 
In 2001 in Solid Waste Agency of Northern Cook County (SWANCC) v. Army Corps of Engineers the high court 
limited the basis for asserting jurisdiction over solely intrastate waters; in 2006 in Rapanos v. United States the 
court set two competing standards for determining jurisdiction. 
EPA officials, environmentalists and others have said the legal uncertainty created by the rulings has stymied 
enforcement of the law, undermining water quality. To address this, the Obama administration and 
environmentalists are calling on Congress to pass legislation clarifying the law's scope. 
But moving the legislation is proving difficult amid growing concerns from rural Democrats who fear it will expand 
EPA's oversight of farms and other private lands. 
In the Senate, Sen. Russ Feingold (D-WI) introduced S. 787, which generally sought to make all waters subject to 
the law rather than just {{navigable" waters as current law requires. But moderate Democrats on the Senate 
environment committee successfully pushed for it to be significantly narrowed before that panel reported it out in 
June, with the panel's final measure restoring EPA authority to how it stood on the day prior to the SWANCC 
ruling. 
GOP senators have since vowed to block the measure from being considered on the floor and Sen. Amy Klobuchar 
(D-MN) has said the bill would need to be narrowed even further to pass the Senate. 
In the House, Rep. James Oberstar (D-MN), chair of the Transportation & Infrastructure Committee, has yet to 
introduce his version of the bill, but the Small Business Committee has already held a hearing where the bill drew 
critical comments from industry witnesses and Democratic and GOP members of the panel. 
Environmentalists were not invited to testify before the panel and filed subsequent testimony for the record 
defending the bill against claims it would be too broad, impose costly regulations, and various other criticisms. 
One senior EPA official says prudence, not legislative odds making, is driving the administrative backup plan. 
{{Working with NAS should not be interpreted as an expression that legislation is unlikely to pass," the source says. 
uour preference and priority is to support legislation and to see it succeed --only legislation can truly address the 
problems created by SWANCC and Rapanos. However, in any situation of such crucial importance, like protecting 
America's waters from harmful pollution, it would be unwise for EPA to put all of its eggs in one basket." 
Another EPA official cautions that the effort is still preliminary. Describing the move as at its {{very early stages," 
the official says, {{It's too soon to say what we'll get, whether it will speed things up, whether it will require 
rulemaking -- I just don't know yet." 
The effort is indeed at an early stage-- EPA water chief Peter Silva said in a Sept. 21 interview he had not been 
appraised of the plan. 
However, environmentalists are concerned the effort will weaken the push for legislation in part because it 
dovetails with long-running calls of industry and others that EPA should add certainty through further regulations. 
Industry officials have called for EPA to issue a rulemaking defining in detail many of the types of waterbodies that 
EPA considers jurisdictional. The officials argue industry was plagued by uncertainty before SWANCC and Rapanos 
because the agencies tended to informally broaden jurisdiction over time. 
If NAS conducts the study, it could provide an important scientific basis for additional regulatory certainty, 
potentially bolstering their calls for rulemakings rather than legislation. 
One environmentalist is particularly worried that the NAS study might be used by industry critics as a reason for 
delay because the studies typically take at least one year. uln the meantime, we're losing jurisdictional waters 
every day," the activist says. 
However, one potential benefit of the NAS study for activists is that it could enhance EPA's scientific basis for 
strictly regulating mountaintop removal and other surface mining. The first EPA official says the study would 
enhance the agency's scientific understanding of the ecological importance of headwater streams. 
EPA has been relying in part on an award-winning Region Ill study which found significant downstream water 
quality impacts from mountaintop mining projects to push for stricter reviews of the projects, including focusing 
on the ecological {{function" of streams buried under mining tailings. 
But the Region Ill study is under fire from industry critics who say the EPA scientists {{cherry picked" data to 
support their policies. These critics also say the matter has already been studied thoroughly and point to a 2005 
programmatic environmental impact statement (PElS) conducted by EPA and other agencies on the matter. The 
PElS, conducted by EPA, the Army Corps of Engineers, the Interior Department, the Fish & Wildlife Service and 
West Virginia's Department of Environmental Protection, found some impacts from the projects but largely 
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allowed the projects to proceed. 
An EPA source criticizes the programmatic EIS, saying it {{did not provide a comprehensive evaluation of the 
environmental and water quality impacts associated with surface coal mining" because it {{focused more on the 

nature of the regulatory programs that are responsible for the environmental review of proposed mining 
programs." 
The EPA Region Ill study finding adverse impacts {{supplements" the EIS because the EIS {{fails to effectively assess 

the potential water quality and associated biological impacts associated with these pollutants. The [Region Ill] 
study provides that additional detail," the source says. 
Now EPA's Office of Research & Development (ORD) --at the request of Region Ill-- is conducting a new 
assessment of {{the ecological impacts related to mountaintop mining and valley-fill operations," according to a 

Federal Register notice slated for publication Sept. 25. The notice says the agency will ask its Science Advisory 
Board to review its study once it is completed. 
The ORD study will focus on the {{loss of headwater streams, downstream water quality and subsequent effects on 
in-stream biota and cumulative ecological impacts." It will also evaluate {{restoration and recovery methods used 
by mining companies to address these ecological impacts associated with mountaintop mining and valley-fill 
operations," according to the notice.-- Jonathan Strong 

9242009_nas 

Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
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To: CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 9/29/2009 3:00:24 PM 
Subject: Re: Hotel Reservations for Copenhagen - Information for EPA Administrator and Staff 
and other modifications 

I say yes cuz of the number of cong code Is to Copenhagen. Does David want to go? 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 09/29/2009 10:52 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Eric Wachter 
Subject: Fw: Hotel Reservations for Copenhagen -Information for EPA Administrator and Staff and 

other modifications 
A question has come up whether you want David M to be part of the EPA delegation to Copenhagen mtg. 
We asked Michelle to summarize the current staffing plan. If we are going to add David we should move 
on it now. Probably best if Arvin stays here since Congress will be in and we need at least one of them 
managing the OCIR shop. 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 
-----Forwarded by Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US on 09/29/2009 10:48 AM-----

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Michelle DePass/DC/USEPA/US 
Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/29/2009 09:39AM 

Subject: Fw: Hotel Reservations for Copenhagen- Information for EPA Administrator and Staff and other 
modifications 

Diane, 
As a follow-up to your email yesterday: 

The staff and political delegation members are below. Joe Ferrante in my office was back and forth with 
the Administrators office last week ensuring that the Administrator had rooms for her advance and 
security. The State Department required this information last week. Our office was working with 
Katherine Gage and Diane Bazel on those names. We are now committed to the number of rooms that we 
held. 

Maurice, Leif, Kim, Scott and Joe have been a part of the ongoing negotiating process. 
Political folks are also on the list (myself, Shalini, Gina and Lisa H.) 

In the attachment below- I provided information regarding the Administrator, her staff, and security 
._.?_e:.~a_i!:_._Listed participants are: Lisa Jackson, Robert Gouldingr-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·P-.irsonaTPriv~icy·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 
! Personal Privacy! an advance person and press person (both yet to be-·namea)~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

Re: Arvin- I am unsure at his point whether there are any more rooms to be had for the second week and 
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if you all decide that he or David should go to help with the co-del, we would have to do some pretty fancy 
footwork to try to secure him a room. 

Let me know what you decide re: Arvin and if you have any questions, I will see you this afternoon for another 
meeting, 
Michelle, 

Michelle DePass 
Assistant Administrator 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Office of International Affairs 
Ronald Reagan Building/MC 2610R 
1300 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, DC 20004 

Phone: 202-564-6600 
Fax: 202-565-2407 
Email: depass.michelle@epa.gov 

Lakita Stewart 
Acting Executive Assistant to Michelle DePass 
Phone: 202-564-6458 
Fax: 202-565-2407 
Email: stewart.lakita@epa.gov 
-----Forwarded by Michelle DePass/DC/USEPA/US on 09/29/2009 09:20AM-----

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Joe Ferrante/DC/USEPA/US 
Michelle DePass/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
09/28/2009 05:26 PM 

Subject: Fw: Hotel Reservations for Copenhagen- Information for EPA Administrator and Staff and other 
modifications 

Per our discussion. This is accurate up to this point. Although, there may be others from EPA conducting side 
events that are not accounted for in the following email and attachment. 

Best, 

Joe 

Joe Ferrante 
Senior Advisor, International Negotiations Program 
Office of Global Affairs and Policy 
Office of International Affairs 
U.S. EPA 

(202) 564-6558 (Phone) 
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(202) 565-2918 (Fax) 
Email: ferrante.joe@epa.gov 

-----Forwarded by Joe Ferrante/DC/USEPA/US on 09/28/2009 05:25 PM-----

From: Joe Ferrante/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Gates, Isabel N (OES-DRL)" <GatesiN@state.gov> 
Cc: Maurice LeFranc/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Catherine Allen/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Mike 
Weckesser/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Martin Dieu/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Laura Sauls/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Walker 
Smith/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Shalini Vajjhala/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Katharine Gage/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Mike 
Weckesser/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane Bazzle/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, David Swack/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/25/2009 02:27 PM 
Subject: Re: Hotel Reservations for Copenhagen -Information for EPA Administrator and Staff and other 
modifications 

Hi Isabel, 

Thanks for your help regarding hotel arrangements for the Climate Change Negotiations in Copenhagen. 

Per our conversation, here is the additional information necessary to secure hotel rooms for the EPA Administrator 
and her staff (please find that information attached.) 

We anticipate that she will need a car while in Copenhagen. So, please let us know what information you'll need 
from us to arrange for a car. 

As we discussed, these arrangements for the Administrator are in addition to the rooms that have already been 
secured for EPA. 

I believe Maurice LeFranc spoke to you (or someone at State) earlier in the week, and conveyed to following to me 
on 9/23: 

Here is what I found out from State this morning: 

The following rooms have been reserved for EPA staff: 

Crowne Plaza Hotel 

Gina McCarthy Week 2 
Jackie Krieger Week 1 
Lisa Heinzerling Week 2 
Walker Smith Weeks 1 & 2 
Michelle DePass Weeks 1 & 2 
Joe Ferrante 

Scandic Hotel 

Leif Hockstad 
Kim Klunich 
Scott Bartos 

Weeks 1 & 2 

Weeks 1 & 2-
Weeks 1 & 2 
Weeks 1 & 2 
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Some of the above names will change (from our existing reservation- in the information conveyed by Maurice). 
But we understand that we (still) have these rooms reserved for the indicated time frames. At this point, I can 
confirm that Shalini Vajjhala will be traveling in place of Walker Smith. So Shalini's name should be substituted for 
Walker's. I also understand that Maurice will need a room for 2 weeks at the Crown Plaza. So, OAR would like him 
(Maurice) to occupy the room that is currently set aside for Jackie Krieger (week 1) and Lisa Heinzerling (week 2). 
With this attachment, we are making (separate) arrangements for Lisa Heinzerling for week 2. 

Thanks again for your help! After today the Point of Contact for EPA will be Laura Sauls (copied on this email). 

All the best, 

Joe 

[attachment "COP15DEC20091odgingadditions.doc" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 

Joe Ferrante 
Senior Advisor, International Negotiations Program 
Office of Global Affairs and Policy 
Office of International Affairs 
U.S. EPA 

(202) 564-6558 (Phone) 
(202) 565-2918 (Fax) 
Email: ferrante.joe@epa.gov 
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To: 
Cc: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=David Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 9/29/2009 8:03:37 PM 
Re: the Boxer-Kerry climate bill 

K. Tx. Seth- messaging will require some pretty clever tightrope walking. 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 09/29/2009 03:42 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Arvin Ganesan; Diane Thompson; Eric Wachter; Gina McCarthy; Lisa 

Heinzerling; Seth Oster 
Subject: Re: the Boxer-Kerry climate bill 

The Boxer-Kerry press conference will be at 11:30 tomorrow DC time (8:30 CA time). Before 8:00 
tomorrow, I'll have forwarded to you some recommended White House talking points about the Boxer
Kerry bill. Carol Browner said in a meeting just now that the President will be putting out a statement 
tomorrow about the bill introduction. 

From: David Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Eric Wachter/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Seth Oster/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane 
Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Gina 
McCarthy/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Allyn Brooks-LaSure/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Arvin 
Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/29/2009 01:15 PM 
Subject: the Boxer-Kerry climate bill 

Administrator: Senators Boxer and Kerry almost certainly will release their proposed climate bill 
tomorrow (Wednesday), at a press conference here in DC. I'll let you know the precise timing of their 
press conference when I learn of it, so that you will know when you might start receiving questions about 
it in California. Earlier today, Carbon Control News posted a leaked copy of a version of the Boxer-Kerry 
bill. That document almost certainly is not the final version, though. Nether Boxer's staff nor Kerry's staff 
has ever sent me or anyone else at EPA a complete draft of their bill (or even a draft of any large chunk of 
the bill). Kerry's staff told me last night that they were still wrestling to make some fairly significant 
decisions. I would not be surprised if we at EPA do not see a final, official version of the Boxer-Kerry bill 
until very shortly before tomorrow's press conference. So I think it would be fine tomorrow for you to 
answer any questions about the bill as follows: 
*The bill was only just released, and it is hundreds of pages long. It will take some time for us to 
complete a careful review. 
* But I congratulate and commend Senators Boxer and Kerry for releasing a bill. 
* It marks the start of the Senate's effort to pass a clean energy and climate bill that can be reconciled 
with the one the House passed this spring and then signed into law by the President. 
*The President and I very much want to see comprehensive federal legislation that puts America in the 
lead of the growing global market for clean-energy technologies, and that in the process protects our 
children and grandchildren from harmful greenhouse-gas pollution. 
* Senators Boxer and Kerry have taken an important step toward that goal today. Again, I commend 
them for it. 
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To: CN=Adora Andy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: CN=Betsaida Alcantara/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Brendan 
Gilfillan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Brendan Gilfillan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 9/29/2009 8:14:47 PM 
Subject: Re: AK Dispatch: Lisa v Lisa: Why my Lisa is right 

Whatever- I am nobody's Lisa. (smiles) 

-----Original Message----
From: Adora Andy 
Sent: 09/29/2009 03:33 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Seth Oster; Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Bob Sussman; David Mcintosh; Lisa Heinzerling 
Cc: Betsaida Alcantara; Brendan Gilfillan; Arvin Ganesan 
Subject: AK Dispatch: Lisa v Lisa: Why my Lisa is right 

ALASKA DISPATCH: TALK OF THE TUNDRA 

Lisa vs. Lisa: why my Lisa is right 

Andrew Halcro 
Sep 29, 2009 
Editor's note: 
Andrew Halcro is running against incumbent U.S. Rep. Don Young in the 2010 Republican primary. 
Much has been written over the last two weeks about Alaska Senator Lisa Murkowski's showdown with 
the head of the Enivronmental Protection Agency, Lisa Jackson. 
With all the back room dealing and arm twisting that was deployed in order to pass the the current cap
and-trade bill through the House, the legislation has more loopholes than Glenn Beck's mental health. 
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The bill has stalled in the Senate because even some Democrats are worried about exacerbating an already weak 
economic recovery where the nation's unemployment is at a 26 year high with no signs of reversal. 
But that hasn't stopped the Environmmental Protection Agency from trying to impose the same rules by essentially 
re-writing the Clean Air Act's statutory language by bureacratic fiat. 
In response to a 2006 Supreme Court case that ruled the EPA had the authority to regulate C02 from mobile 
sources, the EPA's Jackson is moving to regulate both mobile and stationary sources like power plants and 
industrial facilities. 
In response, Murkowski, who is the ranking member of the Energy and Natural Resources Committee, proposed an 
amendment to the fiscal 2010 Interior and environment appropriations bill that would allow EPA to regulate 
greenhouse gas emissions only from mobile sources as per the court's ruling. 
"Senator Murkowski is concerned about the economic consequences of EPA command-and-control regulation of 
emissions," said Murkowski spokesman Robert Dillon. 
Advocates of the cap-and-trade bill argue that if the Supreme Court ruled that regulating mobile sources was 
acceptable, then certainly they meant that stationary sources also fell under that ruling. 
In an editorial in this morning's Anchorage Daily News they argued this very point. "It's interesting that Sen. 
Murkowski's failed measure would have let EPA continue work on new anti-pollution rules for greenhouse gases 
from vehicles. A molecule of greenhouse gas is the same whether it comes from a vehicle or a power plant." 
Currently, the stautory language of the Clean Air Act explicitly requires the EPA to regulate sources that emit more 
than 250 tons of a given air pollutant annually. 
But this is a very low limit for C02, and so would capture schools, hospitals, farms, malls, restaurants, large office 
buildings and many others. To exempt these sources, the EPA's proposal would unilaterally increase the rule for 
greenhouse gases from 250 tons to 25,000 tons. 
However the decision by the Supreme Court never gave the EPA the ability to play favorites when it came to 
enforcing C02 emissions. 
This is why so many public policies that are rushed through without thought, cause uncertainty and unecessary 
litigation. 
And it's one of the reasons my Lisa is right. 
If proponents argue that the Supreme Court decision of 2006 makes no distinction between the EPA's ability to 
regulate mobile and stationary sources, why would they believe the court would allow the EPA to make a 
distinction about who has to comply, while allowing the EPA to draw their own lines? 
How long before environmental interests sue the Federal Government demanding they enforce the 250 ton limit 
as stated in the Clean Air Act, thereby forcing schools, hospitals, farms and everyone else into compliance. 
This is a cynical back door attempt by the EPA, which if successful will spawn lawsuits and higher costs without the 
benefit of legislative accountability. 
Andrew 
Halcro 
is running against incumbent U.S. Rep. Don Young in the 2010 Republican primary. 
Halcro 
is the publisher of 

AndrewHalcro 
.com 
, a blog devoted to Alaska issues and politics. He is president of Avis/ Alaska, his family business. 
Halcro 
served in the Alaska House of Representatives from 1999 to 2003, and he ran for governor in 2006 as an 
independent. He and Democrat Tony Knowles lost to a woman named Sarah 
Palin 

Adora Andy 
Press Secretary 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Tx 

CN=Marcus McCiendon/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/30/2009 3:23:30 PM 
Re: Q&A stemming from Boxer-Kerry bill introduction 

-----Original Message----
From: Marcus McClendon 
Sent: 09/30/2009 11:15 AM EDT 
To: David Mcintosh; Richard Windsor 
Cc: Seth Oster; Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Arvin Ganesan; Diane Thompson; Lisa Heinzerling; Robert 

Goulding; Katharine Gage; Eric Wachter 
Subject: Re: Q&A stemming from Boxer-Kerry bill introduction 

This has been printed and will be added to the Brief book. FYI 
Marcus McClendon 
Director of Advance I U.S EPA 
Office of the Administrator 
202 564 0452 Office 
202 5011480 Fax 

[~~~i.i.~~~~~~~~~~yJ Ce II 
mcclendon.marcus@epa.gov 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 09/30/2009 10:42 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Marcus McClendon; Seth Oster; Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Arvin Ganesan; Diane Thompson; Lisa 

Heinzerling; Robert Goulding; Katharine Gage; Eric Wachter 
Subject: Q&A stemming from Boxer-Kerry bill introduction 

-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

Deliberative 
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Deliberative 

[attachment "QUESTION.doc" deleted by Marcus McCiendon/DC/USEPA/US] 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=David Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/30/2009 3:48:30 PM 
Re: Q&A stemming from Boxer-Kerry bill introduction 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~ 
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! Deliberative i 
i ! 
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i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 09/30/2009 10:42 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Marcus McClendon; Seth Oster; Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Arvin Ganesan; Diane Thompson; Lisa 

Heinzerling; Robert Goulding; Katharine Gage; Eric Wachter 
Subject: Q&A stemming from Boxer-Kerry bill introduction 

Deliberative 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=David Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 9/30/2009 4:02:55 PM 
Re: Q&A stemming from Boxer-Kerry bill introduction 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 09/30/2009 11:52 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 

______ S..l:!.~j-~~~:_B.~:.9~A.?.!.~~.'!.!i_n_~.f.~~.r:r:!._B_~~~-~~-IS~~ry __ ~ii!.Jr:'.!.~~9.~£!~~~----·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

Deliberative 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: David Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 09/30/2009 11:48 AM 
Subject: Re: Q&A stemming from Boxer-Kerry bill introduction 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 
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-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 09/30/2009 10:42 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Marcus McClendon; Seth Oster; Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Arvin Ganesan; Diane Thompson; Lisa 

Heinzerling; Robert Goulding; Katharine Gage; Eric Wachter 
Subject: Q&A stemming from Boxer-Kerry bill introduction 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=David Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 10/1/2009 12:43:51 PM 
Re: Doniger on Chamber's Hostage-Taking Attempt 

V good. I was at a dinner last night and remarked that Doniger has been my pundit of choice on this isue. 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 10/01/2009 08:23 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 

Deliberative 

Subject: Doniger on Chamber's Hostage-Taking Attempt 

It's Hard To Hide An Oil Refinery Behind a Donut Shop 

David Doniger 
Policy Director, NRDC Climate Center, Washington, D.C. 
Blog I About 
Posted September 30, 2009 in Solving Global Warming 
Today the Environmental Protection Agency announced plans to curb carbon pollution from big power 
plants and other big polluters under the Clean Air Act, while at the same time assuring the millions of 
mom and pop businesses across the country that they have nothing to worry about. 
"By using the power and authority of the Clean Air Act," said EPA administrator Lisa Jackson, speaking at 
the Governors Climate Summit in Los Angeles, "we can begin reducing emissions from the nation's largest 
greenhouse gas emitting facilities without placing an undue burden on the businesses that make up the 
vast majority of our economy." She added: "The corner coffee shop is not a meaningful place to look for 
carbon reductions." 
What's going on here? Well, two years ago, the Supreme Court issued a landmark ruling that EPA has the 
authority and responsibility to use the existing Clean Air Act to cut dangerous global warming pollution. 
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And under President Obama, EPA is starting act. Under the clean car peace treaty unveiled in the Rose Garden last 
March, Administrator Jackson has proposed nationwide global warming pollution standards for new cars and 
trucks, modeled on California's path-breaking standards. And EPA is working on carbon limits for big power plants, 
oil refineries, cement plants, and other big factories responsible for most of our heat-trapping pollution. 
In a fairly desperate reaction, some of America's biggest polluters -led by the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, the 
National Petroleum Refiners Association (NPRA), and others- are trying to scare America's small businesses 
owners into thinking it's them that the EPA is after. 
If they force me to curb my pollution, the big boys say, they'll come after schools, homes, and hot dog stands. No 
one is safe, they shout. Be afraid. Be very afraid. 
But it's hard to hide an oil refinery behind a donut shop. 
So what is EPA really doing? 
Well, when EPA issues its final clean car standards next March, certain other things happen automatically under 
the Clean Air Act. The most important is that when companies build or expand big pollution sources-- power 
plants, oil refineries, or cement kilns, for example-- they will have to install the "best available control technology" 
(BACT) for carbon dioxide and the other global warming pollutants. This is nothing fancy. It's what they've done 
for years for other dangerous pollutants like sulfur dioxide. 
EPA is proposing to set "thresholds"- carbon pollution levels that separate big sources that will have to meet these 
requirements from small ones that will not. 
This is a common sense concept that NRDC and other environmental groups proposed a more than a year ago. 
But along come lawyers and spokesmen for the big boys arguing that EPA can't do that. If you regulate any of us, 
you have to regulate all of us, down to the donut shop. 
It's hostage taking. We're gonna take everyone down with us. Listen to Charles Drevna, of the National Petroleum 
Refiners Association: 
"This proposal incorrectly assumes that one industry's greenhouse gas emissions are worse than another's," 
Drevna said. "Greenhouse gas emissions are global in nature, and are not isolated to a few select industries. The 
Clean Air Act stipulates unequivocally that the threshold to permit major sources is 250 tons for criteria pollutants. 
EPA lacks the legal authority to categorically exempt sources that exceed the Clean Air Act's major source 
threshold from permitting requirements, and this creates a troubling precedent for any agency actions in the 
future." 
EPA argues that it can set a different threshold- it has proposed 25,000 tons of carbon dioxide- to recognize that 
each power plant or other big source emits roughly 100 times more carbon dioxide than conventional pollutants 
like sulfur dioxide. Accordingly, EPA says the proposed 25,000 ton threshold respects Congress's decisions about 
which big plants should have to install the best available control technology, and which small ones should not. 
Congress, EPA contends, never wanted to treat mom and pop shops the same as the big boys. In short, EPA argues 
that its new thresholds avoid absurd results and administrative nightmares. 
The big boys' lawyers are getting ready to argue that EPA can't do this, that only Congress can change these 
threshold numbers. They claim the courts will strike EPA's rule down. But who'll bring that suit? It won't be NRDC 
or any of the other environmental groups active in this fight. And it's not clear that the big boys have "standing"
the kind of legal injury needed to take to take this complaint to court. And the courts themselves have recognized 
the doctrines of avoiding absurd results and administrative nightmares. 
So I'm betting on EPA. And then, with small businesses safely shielded, the Chamber and NPRA will have no one to 
hide behind. 
What's more likely is that Congress will clear this up well before the courts weigh in, by writing the EPA's 
thresholds into new comprehensive climate and energy legislation. That's an idea with support from both 
environmental organizations and responsible companies. 
Maybe I'm a dreamer, but it's never too late for the Chamber and its allies to stop the scare-mongering and join 
the effort to pass this new legislation. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 10/1/2009 3:10:16 PM 
Fw: Doniger on Chamber's Hostage-Taking Attempt 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 10/01/2009 08:46AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Doniger on Chamber's Hostage-Taking Attempt .. --·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· .. 
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! Deliberative ! 
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i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: David Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/01/2009 08:43 AM 
Subject: Re: Doniger on Chamber's Hostage-Taking Attempt 

V good. I was at a dinner last night and remarked that Doniger has been my pundit of choice on this isue. 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 10/01/2009 08:23 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 

Deliberative 

Subject: Doniger on Chamber's Hostage-Taking Attempt 
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It's Hard To Hide An Oil Refinery Behind a Donut Shop 

David Doniger 
Policy Director, NRDC Climate Center, Washington, D.C. 
Blog I About 
Posted September 30, 2009 in Solving Global Warming 
Today the Environmental Protection Agency announced plans to curb carbon pollution from big power plants and 
other big polluters under the Clean Air Act, while at the same time assuring the millions of mom and pop 
businesses across the country that they have nothing to worry about. 
"By using the power and authority of the Clean Air Act," said EPA administrator Lisa Jackson, speaking at the 
Governors Climate Summit in Los Angeles, "we can begin reducing emissions from the nation's largest greenhouse 
gas emitting facilities without placing an undue burden on the businesses that make up the vast majority of our 
economy." She added: "The corner coffee shop is not a meaningful place to look for carbon reductions." 
What's going on here? Well, two years ago, the Supreme Court issued a landmark ruling that EPA has the 
authority and responsibility to use the existing Clean Air Act to cut dangerous global warming pollution. And under 
President Obama, EPA is starting act. Under the clean car peace treaty unveiled in the Rose Garden last March, 
Administrator Jackson has proposed nationwide global warming pollution standards for new cars and trucks, 
modeled on California's path-breaking standards. And EPA is working on carbon limits for big power plants, oil 
refineries, cement plants, and other big factories responsible for most of our heat-trapping pollution. 
In a fairly desperate reaction, some of America's biggest polluters -led by the U.S. Chamber of Commerce, the 
National Petroleum Refiners Association (NPRA), and others- are trying to scare America's small businesses 
owners into thinking it's them that the EPA is after. 
If they force me to curb my pollution, the big boys say, they'll come after schools, homes, and hot dog stands. No 
one is safe, they shout. Be afraid. Be very afraid. 
But it's hard to hide an oil refinery behind a donut shop. 
So what is EPA really doing? 
Well, when EPA issues its final clean car standards next March, certain other things happen automatically under 
the Clean Air Act. The most important is that when companies build or expand big pollution sources-- power 
plants, oil refineries, or cement kilns, for example-- they will have to install the "best available control technology" 
(BACT) for carbon dioxide and the other global warming pollutants. This is nothing fancy. It's what they've done 
for years for other dangerous pollutants like sulfur dioxide. 
EPA is proposing to set "thresholds"- carbon pollution levels that separate big sources that will have to meet these 
requirements from small ones that will not. 
This is a common sense concept that NRDC and other environmental groups proposed a more than a year ago. 
But along come lawyers and spokesmen for the big boys arguing that EPA can't do that. If you regulate any of us, 
you have to regulate all of us, down to the donut shop. 
It's hostage taking. We're gonna take everyone down with us. Listen to Charles Drevna, of the National Petroleum 
Refiners Association: 
"This proposal incorrectly assumes that one industry's greenhouse gas emissions are worse than another's," 
Drevna said. "Greenhouse gas emissions are global in nature, and are not isolated to a few select industries. The 
Clean Air Act stipulates unequivocally that the threshold to permit major sources is 250 tons for criteria pollutants. 
EPA lacks the legal authority to categorically exempt sources that exceed the Clean Air Act's major source 
threshold from permitting requirements, and this creates a troubling precedent for any agency actions in the 
future." 
EPA argues that it can set a different threshold- it has proposed 25,000 tons of carbon dioxide- to recognize that 
each power plant or other big source emits roughly 100 times more carbon dioxide than conventional pollutants 
like sulfur dioxide. Accordingly, EPA says the proposed 25,000 ton threshold respects Congress's decisions about 
which big plants should have to install the best available control technology, and which small ones should not. 
Congress, EPA contends, never wanted to treat mom and pop shops the same as the big boys. In short, EPA argues 
that its new thresholds avoid absurd results and administrative nightmares. 
The big boys' lawyers are getting ready to argue that EPA can't do this, that only Congress can change these 
threshold numbers. They claim the courts will strike EPA's rule down. But who'll bring that suit? It won't be NRDC 
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or any of the other environmental groups active in this fight. And it's not clear that the big boys have "standing"
the kind of legal injury needed to take to take this complaint to court. And the courts themselves have recognized 
the doctrines of avoiding absurd results and administrative nightmares. 
So I'm betting on EPA. And then, with small businesses safely shielded, the Chamber and NPRA will have no one to 
hide behind. 
What's more likely is that Congress will clear this up well before the courts weigh in, by writing the EPA's 
thresholds into new comprehensive climate and energy legislation. That's an idea with support from both 
environmental organizations and responsible companies. 
Maybe I'm a dreamer, but it's never too late for the Chamber and its allies to stop the scare-mongering and join 
the effort to pass this new legislation. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

K. Tx. 

CN=Scott Fu lton/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 10/2/2009 5:55:37 AM 
Re: October travel 

From: Scott Fulton 
Sent: 10/02/2009 12:18 AM EDT 
To: windsor.richard@epa.gov; thompson.diane@epa.gov; perciasepe.bob@epa.gov 
Cc: depass.michelle@epa.gov 
Subject: October travel 

Hi Folks: I wanted to alert you to the possibility of my doing some travel in October. Knowing that Lisa will 
herself be on the road a fair amount, and that Bob P. may still not be in place as Deputy, I wanted to make 
sure you had this on your screen and had an opportunity to voice concerns if you feel that I shouldn't go. 

Michelle DePass and I have been working through how best to transition and manage the policy level 
international work. There are 2 conflicting international events in October that warrant political 
engagement- the OECD Environmental Policy meeting and the US/China Ten Year Framework meetings in 
Beijing. Michelle will cover OECD. Given my relationship with the Chinese and, frankly, the difficulties 
that State is experiencing in the relationship, it would make sense for me to cover the China meetings. 
Because OGC has itself been doing some work in China on environmental law and institution building, I 
would also do some OGC work while there (with the law community and judges), and would try to 
advance the ball on the EPA/NDRC MOU as a possible deliverable for Lisa's November trip. There is also 
interest in having me do some work with the Asia Development Bank while in the Region to try to draw 
the Bank more fully into a funding role for EPA-driven capacity building work in the Region. Anyway, the 
trip would at a minimum have me out the week of Oct. 19, with some potential spill over to either the 
week before or the week after. 

Scott 
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To: II Sutley, Nancy H. ~~L_~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~~~~-?.!i~(.!'-~l_y~~y~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~J 
Ce: CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Bee: [] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Man 10/5/2009 1 :35:21 AM 
Subject: Re: Climate Change Adaptation Steering Committee 

Cool- thinking I may ask Bob P to take this one over if that's OK with you. Lj 

From: II s utley, Nancy H. II [~~~~~~~~~~~~!i~r~C!~~~~~~~!.IY.!~Y~~~~~~~~~~~J 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, <ron.sims@hud.gov>, <pershingj@state.gov>, 

<david_hayes@ ios .doi.gov>, II Ericsson, Sally c. II L~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~U~~rj~~~i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
Cc: <Jane. Lu bch en co@ noaa .gov>, II Abbott, Shere II {~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~(~rj~~~i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
Date: 10/02/2009 06:45 PM 
Subject: Climate Change Adaptation Steering Committee 

On behalf of my NOAA and OSTP co-chairs, Jane Lubchenco and Shere Abbott, I would like to invite you to 
become a member of the Interagency Climate Change Adaptation Steering Committee for the Interagency 
Climate Change Adaptation Group. 

As you know, the Interagency Climate Change Adaptation Group met in July and agreed to assess, develop 
and implement priority areas for Federal Government action on climate change resilience and adaptation 
capacity. The two primary goals for the group's work are: 

-Improve the climate change resilience and adaptive capacity of Federal Government operations 
-Develop a coordinated Federal Government approach for climate change impacts domestically and 

internationally 

The group formed a set of working groups to consider the capabilities of the Federal government to 
respond to the impacts of climate change on various critical sectors, institutions, and agency mission 
responsibilities. Five initial working groups (on science policy, agency process, water, insurance, and 
international assistance) are reviewing existing policies, operations, procedures, and other tools that 
affect the Federal government's response, and will recommend options for improving the government's 
capacity for adaptation to climate change. 

The Steering Committee will help to set the agenda for the Interagency Group, oversee the working group 
process, regional meetings with stakeholders, and help integrate the Working Group products for 
approval by the Interagency Group. To encourage high-level strategic discussions, we are limiting the size 

of the group and requesting only senior level participation. 

My staff will reach out to you as we will schedule our first meeting early this month. 

Sincerely, 

Nancy 
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To: CN=Adora Andy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks-
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Suss ma n/0 U =DC/ 0= USE P A/C= US@ EPA; C N =David ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
Mel ntos h/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; "Steve Owens'L._·-·-·-·-·!'_«:~~?.!l_~l_.~_r!~~~-Y..._._,_,_,_j; N=AIIyn 
Brooks-LaSu re/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mel ntos h/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; "Steve Owens" [~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~iY.i~i~~~~~~~~~~~~J N=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 

Suss ma n/0 U =DC/ 0= USE P A/C= US@ EPA; C N =David ·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-. 
Mel ntos h/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; "Steve Owens" i·-·-·-·-·-·!'..'::.~~.?.!l_~l_.~_r!~~~x_·-·-·-·-.1 N=Bo b 
Suss ma n/0 U =DC/ 0= USE P A/C= US@ EPA; C N =David -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Steve Owens"! p I p . iN=David 
Mclntosh{Ql).:=:.Q_QlQ_=:.l)_§.~EN..G.:=_L.!.?_@EPA;"Steve Owens"i ersona nvacy !Steve 
Owens" l._.-·-·-·-·-y~_r~_O.."!~.~.~_riv~.~Y.-·-·-·-·--·-i L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

Cc: CN=Brendan Gilfillan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Betsaida 
Alcantara/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Betsaida 
Alcantara/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Man 10/5/2009 5:27:21 PM 
Subject: Re: OMB WATCH: EPA Keeps the Transparency Coming 

Cool. Well done Steve. 

-----Original Message----
From: Adora Andy 
Sent: 10/05/2009 01:06 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Seth Oster; Bob Sussman; David Mcintosh 
Cc: Brendan Gilfillan; Betsaida Alcantara; Arvin Ganesan 
Subject: OMB WATCH: EPA Keeps the Transparency Coming 

Just making sure you saw this ... 
EPA Keeps the Transparency Coming 
Two back-to-back announcements by the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) this week extend the 
agency's admirable record on transparency since the beginning of the Obama administration. EPA 
announced two policy changes that increase the transparency of the agency's pesticides programs: 
opening up the registration process for pesticides to public scrutiny and moving to require all pesticide 
ingredients be listed on product labels. 
Pesticide Registrations 
On October 1, EPA announced that the public will now be able to review and comment on the risk 
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assessments and proposed registration decisions for new pesticides. The public will be given 30 days to comment 
on the agency's analysis prior to the agency's final decision. EPA assistant administrator Steve Owens claimed, 
"This new process will give the public greater opportunity to participate and understand decisions about new 
pesticides." 
EPA has been criticized for years over the lack of transparency and public involvement in the process that 
determines what new pesticides are approved for use and how existing pesticides are reviewed. This action 
engages the public at a key point in the registration process, creating an opportunity to challenge the agency's 
analysis and proposed decision. 
In addition to the risk assessment, it is crucial that EPA also publish the underlying data and methodologies used to 
develop the risk assessment. The announcement does not indicate these data will also be released. More time for 
review would be useful as well. Although 30 days is not a long time to review in depth the agency's analysis and 
the industry science that supports it, it is a welcome "transparency window." 
Pesticide Ingredients 
Just prior to the announcement opening up the pesticide registration process, EPA responded to two petitions 
submitted in 2006 calling for disclosure of hazardous pesticide ingredients. The agency announced it will develop a 
new rule to disclose the identities of all inert ingredients in pesticides including those that are not deemed 
hazardous- a step beyond what the petitioners requested. Unlike the "active" ingredients in pesticides, so-called 
inert ingredients need not be listed on the label. However, inerts are often hazardous substances that pose a risk 
to human and ecological health. 
The petitions, one from the Northwest Coalition for Alternatives to Pesticides and 22 other groups and the other 
from several state attorneys general, identified more than 350 inert ingredients that are considered hazardous 
under one or more different government programs. For example, creosols are listed as a {{hazardous waste" under 
Superfund regulations, yet they are listed as inert ingredients on labels for pesticide products. According to Beyond 
Pesticides, "creosols are known to produce skin and eye irritations, burns, inflammation, blindness, pneumonia, 
pancreatitis, central nervous system depression and kidney failure." 
According to the agency's statement, "This increased transparency will assist consumers and users of pesticides in 
making informed decisions and will better protect public health and the environment." The agency will publish an 
advance notice of proposed rulemaking- an early step in the process- "in the next few months." 
In EPA's response to the petitioners, the head of the pesticides office said she anticipates a "sea change" in how 
pesticide information is made available to the public. Additionally, according to the response, "EPA believes one 
way of discouraging the use of the more hazardous inert ingredients in pesticide formulations is by making their 
identities public." I couldn't agree more, and the history of environmental right-to-know policies bears this out. 
The EPA is leading the way on transparency in the new Obama administration. The agency suffered greatly under 
the previous administration in terms of excessive secrecy, politicized science, and shutting out the public. Now the 
agency is quickly making up ground lost during the Bush administration and even breaking new ground in 
transparency and regulation. I hope that momentum continues. 
(Brian Turnbaugh 10/02/09) 

Adora Andy 
Press Secretary 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Office of Public Affairs 
202-564-2715 
andy.adora@epa.gov 

2 

EPA-00 13430002899-0002 



To: CN=Craig Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
Ce: CN=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks-
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Diane 
Thompso n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
Bee: [] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Man 10/5/2009 9:02:40 PM 
Subject: Fw: President Obama signs an Executive Order Focused on Federal Leadership in 
Environmental, Energy, and Economic Performance 

Curious- Given our leadership on these issues, why isn't an EPA facility listed as an example here? Were 
we solicited for examples? 

-----Forwarded by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US on 10/05/2009 04:59 PM-----

From: Allyn Brooks-LaSure/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Bob 
Perciasepe/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Scott Fulton/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Craig Hooks/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Ray 
Spears/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Seth Oster/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/05/2009 03:45 PM 
Subject: Fw: President Obama signs an Executive Order Focused on Federal Leadership in Environmental, 
Energy, and Economic Performance 

M. Allyn Brooks-LaSure I Deputy Associate Administrator for Public Affairs 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency I Office of the Administrator 

Phone: 202-564-8368 I Email: brooks-lasure.allyn@epa.gov 

-----Forwarded by Allyn Brooks-LaSure/DC/USEPA/US on 10/05/2009 03:45 PM-----

From: "White House Press Office" <whitehouse-lists-noreply@list.whitehouse.gov> 
To: Allyn Brooks-LaSure/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/05/2009 03:42 PM 
Subject: President Obama signs an Executive Order Focused on Federal Leadership in Environmental, 
Energy, and Economic Performance 

THE WHITE HOUSE 
Office of the Press Secretary 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
October 5, 2009 

President Obama signs an Executive Order Focused on Federal Leadership in Environmental, Energy, and 
Economic Performance 
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WASHINGTON, DC- Demonstrating a commitment to lead by example, President Obama signed an Executive 
Order (attached) today that sets sustainability goals for Federal agencies and focuses on making improvements in 
their environmental, energy and economic performance. The Executive Order requires Federal agencies to set a 
2020 greenhouse gas emissions reduction target within 90 days; increase energy efficiency; reduce fleet petroleum 
consumption; conserve water; reduce waste; support sustainable communities; and leverage Federal purchasing 
power to promote environmentally-responsible products and technologies. 

{{As the largest consumer of energy in the U.S. economy, the Federal government can and should lead by example 
when it comes to creating innovative ways to reduce greenhouse gas emissions, increase energy efficiency, 
conserve water, reduce waste, and use environmentally-responsible products and technologies," said President 
Obama. {{This Executive Order builds on the momentum of the Recovery Act to help create a clean energy 
economy and demonstrates the Federal government's commitment, over and above what is already being done, 
to reducing emissions and saving money." 

The Federal government occupies nearly 500,000 buildings, operates more than 600,000 vehicles, employs more 
than 1.8 million civilians, and purchases more than $500 billion per year in goods and services. The Executive 
Order builds on and expands the energy reduction and environmental requirements of Executive Order 13423 by 
making reductions of greenhouse gas emissions a priority of the Federal government, and by requiring agencies to 
develop sustainability plans focused on cost-effective projects and programs. 

Projected benefits to the taxpayer include substantial energy savings and avoided costs from improved efficiency. 
The Executive Order was developed by the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ), the Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB) and the Office of the Federal Environmental Executive, with input from the Federal agencies that 
are represented on the Steering Committee established by Executive Order 13423. 

The new Executive Order requires agencies to measure, manage, and reduce greenhouse gas emissions toward 
agency-defined targets. It describes a process by which agency goals will be set and reported to the President by 
the Chair of CEQ. The Executive Order also requires agencies to meet a number of energy, water, and waste 
reduction targets, including: 
30% reduction in vehicle fleet petroleum use by 2020; 
26% improvement in water efficiency by 2020; 
50% recycling and waste diversion by 2015; 
95% of all applicable contracts will meet sustainability requirements; 
Implementation of the 2030 net-zero-energy building requirement; 
Implementation of the stormwater provisions of the Energy Independence and Security Act of 2007, section 438; 
and 
Development of guidance for sustainable Federal building locations in alignment with the Livability Principles put 
forward by the Department of Housing and Urban Development, the Department of Transportation, and the 
Environmental Protection Agency. 

Implementation of the Executive Order will focus on integrating achievement of sustainability goals with agency 
mission and strategic planning to optimize performance and minimize implementation costs. Each agency will 
develop and carry out an integrated Strategic Sustainability Performance Plan that prioritizes the agency's actions 
toward the goals of the Executive Order based on lifecycle return on investments. Implementation will be 
managed through the previously-established Office of the Federal Environmental Executive, working in close 
partnership with OMB, CEQ and the agencies. 

Examples of Federal employees and their facilities promoting environmental stewardship exist throughout the 
country. The U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs National Energy Business Center has recently awarded a design
build contract for a wind turbine electric generation system to serve their Medical Center in St. Cloud, Minnesota. 
The 600-kW turbine installation, to be completed in spring 2011, is projected to supply up to 15 percent of the 
facility's annual electricity usage. 
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The U.S. General Services Administration's Denver Federal Center (DFC) in Lakewood, Colorado will be installing an 
8 megawatt photovoltaic system as part of a large modernization effort. The primary goal of the project is to 
provide a reliable utility infrastructure to service tenant agencies for the next 50 years. This facility will feed 
renewable energy back into the grid at night and cover 30-40 acres. 

Many federal agencies have received recognition for their work to integrate environmental considerations into 
their daily operations and management decisions including: the Air Force Sheppard Air Force Base in Texas for 
their "Sheppard Puts the R in Recycling" program, the Department of Treasury for their petroleum use reduction, 
the Department of Energy Y-12 National Security Complex in Tennessee for pollution prevention, the United States 
Postal Service for their Green Purchasing Program, U.S. Department of Agriculture "Sowing the Seeds for Change" 
Extreme Makeover Team in Deer River Ranger District in Minnesota; and the Department of Health & Human 
Services National Institutes of Health in Maryland for their laboratory decommissioning protocol. 

### 
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To: II Lis a At H 0 mer-·-·-·-Pe.rs_o.nai._P_r-ivacy-·-·-·-! 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 10/6/2009 4:34:25 PM 
Subject: Fw: Daily Show Clip- Cap 'n Trade 

-----Original Message----
From: Seth Oster 
Sent: 10/06/2009 12:20 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; Arvin Ganesan; Bob Sussman; Lisa Heinzerling; Gina McCarthy; 

David Mcintosh; Scott Fulton; Craig Hooks; Robert Goulding; Bob Perciasepe; Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Adora 
Andy; Sarah Pallone 

Subject: Daily Show Clip- Cap 'n Trade 
If you're interested in watching the clip from the "Daily Show with Jon Stewart" from last night where he 
made fun of Kerry and Boxer about the new nomenclature that Kerry is pushing for Cap 'n Trade, click on 
the link below. 

Mid page, under the video box, under "Coming Soon" click on "Carbon Copout." 

http:/ /www.thedailyshow.com/ 

Seth Oster 
Associate Administrator 
Office of Public Affairs 
Environmental Protection Agency 
(202) 564-1918 
oster.seth @epa.gov 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 10/7/2009 1:11 :09 AM 

Subject: Re: update on response to 6th Circuit case on pesticide applications to water 

Tx. V helpful. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 10/05/2009 01:58 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: update on response to 6th Circuit case on pesticide applications to water 

Lisa, 

You'll no doubt remember that just a couple of weeks before you were confirmed as Administrator, the 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit held that CWA permits are required for all biological pesticide 
applications and chemical pesticide applications that leave a residue in water when such applications are 
made in or over, including near, waters of the U.S. The Sixth Circuit's ruling vacated a 2006 EPA final rule 
codifying the Agency's previous position that the application of a pesticide in compliance with FIFRA does 
not need a NPDES permit in most circumstances. In order to allow the Agency and states time to develop 
a general permit to address these pesticide applications, the court granted EPA's request of a stay of the 
decision until April 2011. 

I'm writing to update you on EPA's response to this ruling. 

Over the past six months OW, in close collaboration with OPPTS, has been working to develop a CWA 
N PDES general permit to address the application of pesticides in, over, and near waters of the U.S. 

EPA's general permit will cover pesticide applications in MA, ID, NH, AK, and NM as well as territories, 
tribal lands, and certain federal lands. The remaining 45 states are N PDES authorized and must develop 
their state general permits on the same schedule as ours. Due to this tight timeframe, OW is actively 
soliciting early stakeholder input. 

This past week, the Agency held a two-day, face-to-face meeting with state officials where a draft general 
permit was presented for comment. On October 7th and October 14th, respectively, EPA will hold a web 
cast and then a face-to-face meeting with the Pesticide Program Dialogue Committee (PPDC), an Agency 
FACA committee. Information on the general approach the Agency is taking regarding the permit will be 
presented and OW will solicit early input from the broad range of stakeholders represented by the PPDC. 
Both the web cast and the face-to-face meeting will be open to the public. 

It is unusual for a program office to share information so early in a process with States and stakeholders. 
But the input received to date has been valuable; comments received from the States last week has 
helped in understanding whether the requirements tentatively included in the permit are both reasonable 
and a step forward in environmental protection. This general permit will be one of EPA's largest, and I 
expect that our path forward and final decisions will be contentious given the numerous stakeholders and 
the sectors impacted. 

I thought you should have this information at hand in case you receive questions about it. Given the 
extensive and growing stakeholder involvement on this issue, I figured it is only a matter of time before 
someone asks you about it. 

Best, 
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Lisa 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Adora Andy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 10/7/2009 4:31:41 PM 
Re: CHARLESTON GAZETTE: EPA-CORPS SHOWDOWN COMING? 

Boy oh boy. Tx! 

-----Original Message----
From: Adora Andy 
Sent: 10/07/2009 12:20 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Bob Sussman; David Mcintosh; Seth Oster; Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Cc: Betsaida Alcantara; Brendan Gilfillan; Arvin Ganesan; Michael Moats 
Subject: CHARLESTON GAZETIE: EPA-CORPS SHOWDOWN COMING? 

Charleston Gazette Blog: 
Obama and MTR: EPA-Corps showdown coming? 
by Ken Ward Jr. 

As West Virginia Gov. Joe Manchin continues his war of words against the Obama administration's 
Environmental Protection Agency, a showdown may be nearing between EPA and the federal Corps of 
Engineers over the largest mountaintop removal permit in state history. 

Corps officials in Huntington have rejected EPA's urging that the Corps suspend or revoke its Clean Water 
Act permit for Arch Coal Inc.'s Spruce No. 1 Mine. 
In a Sept. 30 letter to EPA, Corps District Engineer Robert D. Peterson said his agency {{determined there 
were no other practical alternatives that would have less impacts on the aquatic environment" and that 
the Spruce Mine- an operation covering 2,278 acres and including 8.3 miles of valley fills and other 
stream-filling - {{would not be expected to cause or contribute to violations of applicable state water 
quality standards or significant degradation of the environment." After re-examining the proposed 
permit, Peterson said, the Corps concluded that {{all appropriate steps were taken to minimize potential 
adverse impacts." 
But the story doesn't end there ... 
On Monday, Department of Justice lawyers asked U.S. District Judge Robert C. Chambers to delay the 
legal case over the Spruce Mine for another 30 days. 
In this legal filing, DOJ told Chambers that EPA uis now considering whether to exercise its authority" 
under the Clean Water Act {{to prohibit discharges into waters of the United States as authorized by the 
Spruce No. 1 permit." 
Under Section 404(c) of the Clean Water Act, EPA may override Corps decisions to grant valley fill permits. 
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EPA can do so only after first issuing a public notice and providing opportunity for public hearings, and if the 
agency determines that the proposed permit: 
... Will have an unacceptable adverse effect on municipal water supplies, shellfish beds and fishery areas (including 
spawning and breeding areas), wildlife, or recreational areas. 
Recall that in early September EPA officials urged the Corps to revoke, suspend or modify the Spruce permit, citing 
a long list of problems with the current mining proposal. DOJ lawyers then asked and obtained a 30-day stay from 
Judge Chambers on Arch Coal Inc.'s efforts to have the permit tossed from an environmental group lawsuit still 
pending before the judge. 
Arch Coal had strenuously objected to the stay, and political leaders including Manchin and Sen. Jay Rockefeller 
jumped in to complain about EPA's actions. 
For years, environmental groups have viewed the Corps as being little more than a rubber-stamp on mining 
permits, and sought to have EPA more rigorously exercise its oversight role over the Corps' valley fill permit 
process. Environmentalists hoped to see the Corps change its way with the appointment of a new leader, Jo-EIIen 
Darcy, by President Obama. And the Corps and EPA have made like they're playing nice together. 
In his Spruce Mine letter to acting EPA regional director William Early, Peterson included more of this play nice 
language: 
... I am mindful of your agency's concerns and appreciate the efforts you are making to improve the environmental 
review of pending applications for surface coal mining activities. 
Your staff is very helpful and they are providing excellent support to the District's Regulatory staff to provide a 
more rigorous review of applications in the coalfields. I look forward to continued collaboration as we work closely 
with your agency on all projects. 
But the Corps' rejection of EPA's efforts to block the Spruce Mine shows there remains serious disagreement 
between these two agencies about the environmental impacts of mountaintop removal - and about how the 
Obama administration ought to regulate the practice. Stay tuned, because a showdown is coming ... 

Adora Andy 
Press Secretary 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Office of Public Affairs 
202-564-2715 
andy.adora@epa.gov 
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To: "Tom Vilsaek'l~~~~-~~j~-~~~~Lf!.f.~~ii.~Y._~~~J 
Bee: "Diane Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov]; Larry Elworth" 
[Eiworth.Lawrenee@epamail.epa.gov] 
From: CN=Riehard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Thur 10/8/2009 4:17:27 PM 
Subject: Re: Atrazine 

Tom, 

It appears my staff did give USDA proper notification. 

Below is a list of all the outreach via phone calls that our staff did to advise interested parties, including 
the Department of Agriculture, about our announcement of our atrazine strategy. 

As you can see, my staff had two calls with our contact at USDA, Teung Chin, Acting Director, Office of 
Pest Management Policy, Agricultural Research Service. Staff advised Mr. Chin Tuesday afternoon, the day 
before the press release was issued, and also included Mr. Chin on a call EPA had with the state 
agriculture departments yesterday after the release was issued. Communicating with Mr. Chin is the 
standard protocol EPA staff follow in communicating with the Dep't of Agriculture on our pesticide issues. 
Please let me know if you need any other information. 

Tuesday, October 6, 2009 (afternoon) 

U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA), Teung Chin, Acting Director, Office of Pest Management Policy, 
Agricultural Research Service. 

Wednesday, October 7, 2009 (morning) 1. Registrants (pesticide manufacturers):• Syngenta• Agan Chem 
Manufacturing, Ltd.• Makhteshim-Agan Of North America, Inc.• Drexel Chemical Company• Oxon ltalia 
S.P.A.• Sipcam Agro USA, lnc.2. Other Stakeholders: • Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC)• 
American Water Works Association (AWWA)• Triazine Network (a grower group)• Kansas Corn Growers 
Association• American Farm Bureau Federation•3. National Association of State Departments of 
Agriculture (NASDA) with USDA (Teung Chin) 

From: T JV r-·-·Fie-rsonaf.FirivacY:-·-·i 
··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

Sent: 10/08/2009 08:20 AM AST 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Atrazine 

Lisa -would be helpful if your team could give us an advance heads up when you decide to open up a 
significant study on a chemical widely used in ag. Simply allows us to be able to explain and defend EPA 
when I am out in the countryside. Thanks. 

Tom 
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To: 
Ce: 
Bee: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

come over 

CN=David Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
[] 
[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 10/8/2009 4:38:11 PM 
Re: I just spoke to Heather 

From: David Mclntosh/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Seth 
Oster/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Scott Fulton/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Bob 
Perciasepe/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Allyn Brooks-LaSure/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/08/2009 12:36 PM 
Subject: I just spoke to Heather 

She says she is firmly in the do it-- and very soon-- camp, but there is one person in the complex that she 

wants to check with. She says that she will get back to me with a firm view tonight or first thing 
tomorrow. I can give more detail in person. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Eric Wachter/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 10/8/2009 9:51:27 PM 
Re: Appearance on HBO's "Real Time" with Bill Maher 

Say thanks for the feddback. 

-----Original Message----
From: Eric Wachter 
Sent: 10/08/2009 05:30 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: Appearance on HBO's "Real Time" with Bill Maher 

-----Forwarded by Eric Wachter/DC/USEPA/US on 10/08/2009 05:29 PM-----

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Brian Hope/DC/USEPA/US 
Eric Wachter/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Aaron Dickerson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
10/08/2009 05:27 PM 

Subject: Fw: Appearance on HBO's "Real Time" with Bill Maher 

----- Forwarded by Brian Hope/DC/USEPA/US on 10/08/2009 05:27 PM -----

Date 10/08/2009 02:54 PM 
From Arvon Mitcham/ AA/USEPA/US 
To LisaP Jackson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
cc 
Subject Appearance on HBO's "Real Time" with Bill Maher 

Dear Administrator: 

My name is Arvon Mitcham and I work in the Office Transportation and Air Quality (OTAQ; Director, 
MargoT. Oge) under EPA's Office of Air and Radiation. I work at the National Vehicle and Fuel Emissions 
Laboratory in Ann Arbor, MI. I am also a huge fan of Bill Maher since his days on ABC's "Politically 
Incorrect" and now his show on HBO, "Real Time". 

I saw your appearance on the show last Friday and I wanted to thank you for appearing on the show. 
think you did a fantastic job of answering his questions and definitely raised the visibility of EPA. The 
show can be a tough place since the studio audience tends to be filled with the ultra-left on the political 
scale but you handled it well. I think EPA's brand awareness was raised with your appearance. Many 
people have a favorable view of us, unlike other parts of the government, but they don't really know what 
we do. I think your appearance went a long way to correct this. Also, you looked absolutely radiant! 

Take care and keep up the good work. 

- Arvon L. Mitcham 
Program Manager/Engineer 
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To: CN=David Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Adora 
Andy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Adora 
Andy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Thur 10/8/2009 9:53:37 PM 
Subject: Re: HEADS UP: TALLEY STORY POSTED 

Yup 

-----Original Message----

From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 10/08/2009 05:25 PM EDT 
To: Adora Andy; Richard Windsor; Seth Oster; Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Bob Sussman; Lisa Heinzerling 
Subject: Re: HEADS UP: TALLEY STORY POSTED 

The story looks perfectly fine to me. 

-----Original Message----

From: Adora Andy 
Sent: 10/08/2009 05:01 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Seth Oster; Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Bob Sussman; David Mcintosh; Lisa Heinzerling 
Subject: HEADS UP: TALLEY STORY POSTED 

Posted earlier on the wires, I expect in in WSJ tomorrow morning. I'm calling him to make some 
clarifications on background, anything you want me to include? 

By lan Talley 
Of DOW JONES NEWSWIRES 

WASHINGTON (Dow Jones)--The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency warned Royal Dutch Shell PLC 

(RDSA) last month that air permits, such as ones required for its major Alaskan oil project, were at risk 
under a Republican lawmaker's plan to curb the agency's powers. 
The issue involves an amendment to an agency funding bill sponsored by Sen. Lisa Murkowski, R-Aiaska. 

The proposal is intended to block the EPA from crafting new greenhouse gases regulations for power 
plants and refineries, running counter to Obama administration policies. 
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Murkowski, the ranking member of the Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee, has now requested EPA 
Administrator Lisa Jackson to probe the affair. 
Soon after the first draft of Murkowski's amendment was inked, a senior EPA official for congressional affairs called 
Shell. The oil giant is awaiting EPA approval of air permits to proceed with a multi-billion dollar exploration project 
in the senator's home state. It was the sole oil company called. 
David Mcintosh, an EPA Associate Administrator for congressional relations, said EPA believed approval of 
Murkowski's amendment might result in "unintended consequences" for Royal Dutch Shell's air permit 
applications. 
For Shell, the stakes would be significant. The firm is awaiting EPA approval of air permits to drill in the Chukchi 
and Beaufort Seas regions. The international oil company paid more than $2 billion to the U.S. government for the 
leases. Any delay in the permit process could force the firm to cancel its expensive drilling program, stalling 
potential development. 
Mcintosh also shared EPA's concerns with the Auto Alliance, an industry trade association. 
"Senator Murkowski's amendment, both in draft and final form, would have had serious and, in our view, negative 
consequences for U.S. business and the economy," EPA spokeswoman Adora Andy said in an emailed statement. 
"As a matter of due diligence, before sharing EPA's analysis with members of Congress, Mr. Mcintosh reached out 
to representatives in the affected business community and asked them to let the agency know if they found any 
flaws in EPA's conclusions, which they did not," Andy said. 
Murkowski's amendment to the EPA's annual spending bill failed last month after Democrats blocked it from a 
floor vote. But Murkowski has vowed to try again. 
The Senator Thursday penned a hand-delivered letter to Administrator Jackson, asking for a complete list of all 
individuals and businesses contacted by EPA staff. EPA's Andy told Dow Jones Newswires the congressional 
relations office only contacted Shell and the Auto Alliance. 
"These unsolicited contacts with entities regulated by the EPA are particularly concerning, not only because your 
staff failed to reply to my explicit request for a discussion of the amendment itself, but also because I strongly 
disagree with your agency's assessment of the impact that amendment would have had," Murkowski said in the 
letter. 
Shane Karr, the Auto Alliance's head of government affairs, said his group saw no errors in the EPA's concerns 
about the Murkowski amendment. If the EPA doesn't issue new emissions rules, more than a dozen states will be 
able to establish their own strict rules, creating a regulatory headache for the auto industry. 
Shell said it originally expected the air permits to be approved in September, but the EPA has extended its public 
comment period for another month. Based on the lease costs and government resource estimates, Shell's 
programs could yield a major boom for the Alaskan economy. 
"EPA called to explain their interpretation of the Murkowski amendment, which we shared with Senator 
Murkowski's staff," said Bill Tanner, Shell's senior press officer. 
Tanner characterized EPA's warning as routine: "It's part of the day-to-day activities that occur as we analyze 
legislation." 
The Murkowski amendment underwent changes following Macintosh's call to Shell, which the EPA said fixed the 
potential air permit problem. However, it created a new problem for the auto industry. 
The EPA said the revised Murkowski amendment would prevent the agency from issuing any new regulations for 
greenhouse gases, stationary or mobile. That would have given states such as California the ability to write their 
own new emissions laws, a problem for automakers who want a single national standard. 
Concerned that Congress won't draft climate legislation to regulate and cut greenhouse gases on EPA's schedule, 
the Obama Administration has committed to using its executive authority under the Clean Air Act to control such 
emissions. 
Many fear use of the act for greenhouse gases- which the authors say was not intended -would be a regulatory 
bludgeon compared to more finely crafted Congressional legislation, and could have a negative impact on the 
economy. Lawmakers say the EPA is threatening to use its authority to pressure Congress into action. 
The day after Sen. Murkowski failed to get her amendment attached to the EPA appropriations bill, the agency 
proposed new rules to regulate major stationary emitters such as power plants, refineries and metal smelters. 
By lan Talley, Dow Jones Newswires; (202) 862 9285; ian.talley@dowjones.com; 
Click here to go to Dow Jones News Plus, a web front page of today's most important business and market news, 
analysis and commentary: http:/ /www.djnewsplus.com/access/al?rnd=GgxXbxoQpF06b9Z%2BMg3Vuw%3 D%3 D. 
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You can use this link on the day this article is published and the following day. 

Adora Andy 
Press Secretary 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Office of Public Affairs 
202-564-2715 
andy.adora@epa.gov 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 10/9/2009 12:22:02 PM 
Re: Atrazine 

Both Larry and Steve did outreach. ~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·oe.n-i)erafive·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 
r·-·-·-·-oeWt>erai-rv·e-·-·-·-·: ~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·; 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 10/09/2009 08:18AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Atrazine 

Was this Larry doing the outreach? if not, shouldn't he be involved in this kind of thing? dt 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Tom Vilsack"!~~~~J.':.~~s:.~~~!.J.':~iy~~y:.~~~J 
Date: 10/08/2009 12:17 PM 
Subject: Re: Atrazine 

Tom, 

It appears my staff did give USDA proper notification. 

Below is a list of all the outreach via phone calls that our staff did to advise interested parties, including 
the Department of Agriculture, about our announcement of our atrazine strategy. 

As you can see, my staff had two calls with our contact at USDA, Teung Chin, Acting Director, Office of 
Pest Management Policy, Agricultural Research Service. Staff advised Mr. Chin Tuesday afternoon, the day 
before the press release was issued, and also included Mr. Chin on a call EPA had with the state 
agriculture departments yesterday after the release was issued. Communicating with Mr. Chin is the 
standard protocol EPA staff follow in communicating with the Dep't of Agriculture on our pesticide issues. 
Please let me know if you need any other information. 

Tuesday, October 6, 2009 (afternoon) 

U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA), Teung Chin, Acting Director, Office of Pest Management Policy, 
Agricultural Research Service. 

Wednesday, October 7, 2009 (morning) 1. Registrants (pesticide manufacturers):• Syngenta• Agan Chem 
Manufacturing, Ltd.• Makhteshim-Agan Of North America, Inc.• Drexel Chemical Company• Oxon ltalia 
S.P.A.• Sipcam Agro USA, lnc.2. Other Stakeholders: • Natural Resources Defense Council (NRDC)• 
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American Water Works Association (AWWA)• Triazine Network (a grower group)• Kansas Corn Growers 
Association• American Farm Bureau Federation•3. National Association of State Departments of Agriculture 
(NASDA) with USDA (Teung Chin) 

From: TJV t.~·.~·.l'-ei~~~·~_Lli!.l~~.~y~·.~·.J 
Sent: 10/08/2009 08:20 AM AST 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Atrazine 

Lisa -would be helpful if your team could give us an advance heads up when you decide to open up a significant 
study on a chemical widely used in ag. Simply allows us to be able to explain and defend EPA when I am out in the 
countryside. Thanks. 

Tom 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Robert Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 10/9/2009 2:58:00 PM 
Re: Oct 29th 

I have called many of them already. Here are the numbers I need. Email works too if you find that. 

Colin L. Powell/Alma Powell 
Alexis Herman 
Tina Flournoy (AFT) 
Joyce Brayboy (former Mel Watt CoS)Gary Flowers (Black Leadership Forum) Hillary Shelton (NAACP) 
Ralph Everett (Jt Center for Political and Economic Studies) 
Michael Eric Dyson/Marcia Dyson 
Regena Thomas 

-----Original Message----
From: Robert Goulding 
Sent: 10/09/2009 10:54 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Oct 29th 

No problem. Happy to track those #'s down. This is the current list I'm working from to get addresses and 
phone numbers for on our end for invites. If I need to add or subtract to comply with a specific list you're 
working from, can easily re-arrange. 

Colin L. Powell 
Alma Powell 
Alexis Herman 
Gwen Ifill 
Michelle Norris 
Kevin Merida 
Donna Britt 
Jonathan Capehart 
Minyan Moore 
Yolanda Caraway 
Tina Flournoy (AFT) 
Donna Brazile 
Yebbie Watkins (Jim Clyburn CoS) 
Joyce Brayboy (former Mel Watt CoS) 
Gary Flowers (Black Leadership Forum) 
Hillary Shelton (NAACP) 
Ralph Everett (Jt Center for Political and Economic Studies) 
Wade Henderson (Leadership Conference on Civil Rights) 
Patrice Willoughby (CBC Ex Dir) 
Maureen Bunyan 
Michael Eric Dyson 
Marcia Dyson 
Janine LaRue 
Regina Thomas 
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Robert Goulding 
US EPA- Office of the Administrator 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, DC 20460 
(p) 202-564-0473- (f) 202-501-1450 

*Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Robert Goulding/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/09/2009 10:49 AM 
Subject: Re: Oct 29th 

Cool. I've already called many of the specials. I will be sending a list of those folks that I don't have a phone number 
for to you, Aaron and Eric. If you email me the numbers, I will call them on my drive to NJ. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Robert Goulding 
Sent: 10/09/2009 10:46 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Diane Thompson 
Subject: Re: Oct 29th 

I've checked, and to confirm we need to send the special guests invites out ourselves. I'm thinking that we're going 
to ship out hardcopies Tuesday with a possible short and personalized note from you (if you'd like) with a follow up 
call to their offices. 

Robert Goulding 
US EPA- Office of the Administrator 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, DC 20460 
(p) 202-564-0473- (f) 202-501-1450 

*Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Diane Thompson" <thompson.diane@epa.gov>, "Robert Goulding" <goulding.robert@epa.gov> 
Date: 10/09/2009 10:07 AM 
Subject: Oct 29th 

I have added a few "specials." Are we sending those invitations out or is the WH? 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

"Robert Goulding" [goulding.robert@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 10/9/2009 4:06:25 PM 
Fw: Oct 29th 

Actually, I can cut the list down even more. I need nuber or email for: 

Alma Powell 
Alexis Herman 
Regena Thomas 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 10/09/2009 10:58 AM EDT 
To: Robert Goulding 
Subject: Re: Oct 29th 

I have called many of them already. Here are the numbers I need. Email works too if you find that. 

Colin L. Powell/Alma Powell 
Alexis Herman 
Tina Flournoy (AFT) 
Joyce Brayboy (former Mel Watt CoS)Gary Flowers (Black Leadership Forum) Hillary Shelton (NAACP) 
Ralph Everett (Jt Center for Political and Economic Studies) 
Michael Eric Dyson/Marcia Dyson 
Regena Thomas 

-----Original Message----
From: Robert Goulding 
Sent: 10/09/2009 10:54 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Oct 29th 

No problem. Happy to track those #'s down. This is the current list I'm working from to get addresses and 
phone numbers for on our end for invites. If I need to add or subtract to comply with a specific list you're 
working from, can easily re-arrange. 

Colin L. Powell 
Alma Powell 
Alexis Herman 
Gwen Ifill 
Michelle Norris 
Kevin Merida 
Donna Britt 
Jonathan Capehart 
Minyan Moore 
Yolanda Caraway 
Tina Flournoy (AFT) 
Donna Brazile 
Yebbie Watkins (Jim Clyburn CoS) 
Joyce Brayboy (former Mel Watt CoS) 
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Gary Flowers (Black Leadership Forum) 
Hillary Shelton (NAACP) 
Ralph Everett (Jt Center for Political and Economic Studies) 
Wade Henderson (Leadership Conference on Civil Rights) 
Patrice Willoughby (CBC Ex Dir) 
Maureen Bunyan 
Michael Eric Dyson 
Marcia Dyson 
Janine LaRue 
Regina Thomas 

Robert Goulding 
US EPA- Office of the Administrator 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, DC 20460 
(p) 202-564-0473- (f) 202-501-1450 

*Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Robert Goulding/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/09/2009 10:49 AM 
Subject: Re: Oct 29th 

Cool. I've already called many of the specials. I will be sending a list of those folks that I don't have a phone number 
for to you, Aaron and Eric. If you email me the numbers, I will call them on my drive to NJ. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Robert Goulding 
Sent: 10/09/2009 10:46 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Diane Thompson 
Subject: Re: Oct 29th 

I've checked, and to confirm we need to send the special guests invites out ourselves. I'm thinking that we're going 
to ship out hardcopies Tuesday with a possible short and personalized note from you (if you'd like) with a follow up 
call to their offices. 

Robert Goulding 
US EPA- Office of the Administrator 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, DC 20460 
(p) 202-564-0473- (f) 202-501-1450 

*Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 
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From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Diane Thompson" <thompson.diane@epa.gov>, "Robert Goulding" <goulding.robert@epa.gov> 
Date: 10/09/2009 10:07 AM 
Subject: Oct 29th 

I have added a few "specials." Are we sending those invitations out or is the WH? 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Robert Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 10/9/2009 4:48:27 PM 
Re: Fw: Oct 29th 

Nah I just decided not to call. Sorry. 

-----Original Message----
From: Robert Goulding 
Sent: 10/09/2009 12:26 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: "Robert Goulding" <goulding.robert@epa.gov> 
Subject: Re: Fw: Oct 29th 

Ugh -you really beat us to the punch. We've got most of the others if you need them again for any 
reason. 

Regena Thomas !-·~~;~~~;~·-~-~~~~~~-~cell); thomasr@dnc.org 
I • 

i_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

Alma Powell- Still waiting on info 

Alexis Herman rp;~~~~-~~·-p~j~~~~·~ 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

Robert Goulding 
US EPA- Office of the Administrator 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, DC 20460 
(p) 202-564-0473- (f) 202-501-1450 

*Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Robert Goulding" <goulding.robert@epa.gov> 
Date: 10/09/2009 12:06 PM 
Subject: Fw: Oct 29th 

Actually, I can cut the list down even more. I need nuber or email for: 

Alma Powell 
Alexis Herman 
Regena Thomas 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 10/09/2009 10:58 AM EDT 
To: Robert Goulding 
Subject: Re: Oct 29th 
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I have called many of them already. Here are the numbers I need. Email works too if you find that. 

Colin L. Powell/Alma Powell 
Alexis Herman 
Tina Flournoy (AFT) 
Joyce Brayboy (former Mel Watt CoS)Gary Flowers (Black Leadership Forum) Hillary Shelton (NAACP) 
Ralph Everett (Jt Center for Political and Economic Studies) 
Michael Eric Dyson/Marcia Dyson 
Regena Thomas 

-----Original Message----
From: Robert Goulding 
Sent: 10/09/2009 10:54 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Oct 29th 

No problem. Happy to track those #'s down. This is the current list I'm working from to get addresses and phone 
numbers for on our end for invites. If I need to add or subtract to comply with a specific list you're working from, 
can easily re-arrange. 

Colin L. Powell 
Alma Powell 
Alexis Herman 
Gwen Ifill 
Michelle Norris 
Kevin Merida 
Donna Britt 
Jonathan Capehart 
Minyan Moore 
Yolanda Caraway 
Tina Flournoy (AFT) 
Donna Brazile 
Yebbie Watkins (Jim Clyburn CoS) 
Joyce Brayboy (former Mel Watt CoS) 
Gary Flowers (Black Leadership Forum) 
Hillary Shelton (NAACP) 
Ralph Everett (Jt Center for Political and Economic Studies) 
Wade Henderson (Leadership Conference on Civil Rights) 
Patrice Willoughby (CBC Ex Dir) 
Maureen Bunyan 
Michael Eric Dyson 
Marcia Dyson 
Janine LaRue 
Regina Thomas 

Robert Goulding 
US EPA- Office of the Administrator 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, DC 20460 
(p) 202-564-0473- (f) 202-501-1450 
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*Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Robert Goulding/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/09/2009 10:49 AM 
Subject: Re: Oct 29th 

Cool. I've already called many of the specials. I will be sending a list of those folks that I don't have a phone number 
for to you, Aaron and Eric. If you email me the numbers, I will call them on my drive to NJ. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Robert Goulding 
Sent: 10/09/2009 10:46 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Diane Thompson 
Subject: Re: Oct 29th 

I've checked, and to confirm we need to send the special guests invites out ourselves. I'm thinking that we're going 
to ship out hardcopies Tuesday with a possible short and personalized note from you (if you'd like) with a follow up 
call to their offices. 

Robert Goulding 
US EPA- Office of the Administrator 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, DC 20460 
(p) 202-564-0473- (f) 202-501-1450 

*Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Diane Thompson" <thompson.diane@epa.gov>, "Robert Goulding" <goulding.robert@epa.gov> 
Date: 10/09/2009 10:07 AM 
Subject: Oct 29th 

I have added a few "specials." Are we sending those invitations out or is the WH? 
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To: 
Ce: 
Bee: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Robert Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
[] 
[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sun 10/11/2009 5:41:13 PM 
Fw: Re: 

need 15 minute call w vilsack 

-----Forwarded by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US on 10/11/2009 01:42 PM-----

From: 
To: 
Date: 

T J v <t:~:~:~~~r~?.~~L~:~i-~~~£:~:~J 
Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
10/09/2009 04:58 PM 

Subject: Re: 

Yes- that would be helpful. 
From: Windsor.Richard@epamail.epa.gov 
To: TJV 
Sent: Fri Oct 09 16:56:14 2009 
Subject: Re: 
Its from ''Inside E p A II -;-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·oelil:ierative·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

,---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·oe-fn;·e-raiive-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

From: TJV [~ii.~~?.~-~C~!.f.~~~_tj 
Sent: 10/09/2009 04:53 PM AST 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: 

Lisa- any truth to this article? 

Tom 

-----Original Message----
From: Leslie, Grant 

~~~J·;;;.·~;;.~-~~-~:;~~~;;~:J~~~~~¥.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~.-~."J 

EPA WORRIES ETHANOL WAIVER APPROVAL WOULD BOOST GHG EMISSIONS 

EPA officials fear that approving a pending ethanol industry request to increase the amount of ethanol 
allowed in gasoline up to 15 percent (E15) will result in higher greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, but 
despite those concerns EPA by law cannot consider GHGs in its response to the waiver request. 

The agency is also eager to delay a final decision on the request until next summer to take into account 
the upcoming results of Department of Energy (DOE) testing on the impacts of E15 on newer vehicles, 
sources say. However, under the Clean Air Act the agency is required to make a decision no later than 
Dec. 1. 
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Industry sources say the agency is considering whether it can defer a decision over concerns that if it is forced to 
address the waiver on its merits it would result in a denial-- which is seen as politically unpalatable. 

EPA faces tremendous political pressure to approve the waiver sought by Growth Energy to allow blends of up to 
ElS in gasoline, including from President Obama, who has stated his support for expanding biofuels and reducing 
dependence on foreign oil. For example, Obama this summer vowed to remove {{artificial barriers" to biofuels, 
which was seen as an indication the agency would grant limited approval for ElS to be used in newer vehicles that 
meet EPA Tier II emissions standards (Inside EPA, June 5). 

At a meeting with industry in September, one EPA official said the agency has major concerns that approving ElS 
will boost GHG emissions, according to an energy expert who attended the meeting. 

But the air act prevents the agency from considering increases in GHG emissions as a factor in whether to approve 
or deny the waiver request. The statute limits EPA to only considering whether a new fuel blend will harm 
emissions control devices, and requires a decision with 270 days of receiving a request to waive the existing fuel 
blend limits that prohibit the sale of ethanol blends above ElO. 

An auto industry source says EPA's concerns over ElS boosting GHG emissions are valid, citing a range of 
environmental impacts from ethanol that can increase GHGs. {{There is no question that as the amount of ethanol 
blended with gasoline increases, the fuel economy of the vehicle will decrease," the source says. uover time, 
whether through the indirect land use impacts of increased ethanol production or through decreased fuel 
economy from vehicles operating on higher blends of ethanol, there are concerns about GHG emissions." 

The energy expert says the EPA official at the meeting with industry acknowledged ua lot of politics being played 
with respect to ethanol" and its impact on GHGs. uso they are under pressure to approve ElS even though they 
have concerns about GHGs," according to the source. 

EPA has pledged to use a scientific approach for determining biofuels' lifecycle GHG emissions under its separate 
proposal to increase the mandate for use of biofuels under the Renewable Fuels Standard (RFS), which has found 
that corn ethanol fails to meet a congressional requirement that it be at least 20 percent less GHG intensive than 
petroleum. 

The source notes that despite the agency's pledge to base its decisions on sound science, on ethanol it has started 
to {{fudge." For example, biofuels' supporters won a significant concession from EPA Administrator Lisa Jackson 
who agreed to include uncertainties surrounding EPA's calculation of indirect land use impacts of biofuels in the 
final RFS (Inside EPA, Oct. 2). 

While EPA wrestles with its concerns over increased GHG emissions from ElS, the agency is also said to be looking 
at a possible deferral of a decision by citing a lack of data on how the higher blends will impact engines-- a factor 
that under the air act is a central determining factor on the waiver request. 

Industry sources say EPA is considering whether it can legally defer a decision beyond the 270 day limit, or Dec. 1, 
by stating concerns that if the agency is forced to address the waiver on its merits, based on existing information 
on engine impacts, it would have no choice but to deny the request. 

Although the air act mandates that EPA make the decision in a set time frame, the agency could seek to delay a 
decision until DOE completes its testing of ElS's impacts on vehicles that meet agency Tier II emission standards. 
That testing is slated for completion in the summer, so EPA may be able to issue a partial waiver approval limiting 
ElS to those vehicles conditional on the tests supporting that approach, industry sources say. 

However, sources agree that any attempt by EPA to delay a decision would inevitably spur litigation challenging 
such a postponement. 

2 

EPA-00 13430002912-0002 



The agency {{would like to defer [acting on the waiver] until the DOE testing is complete. The potential exists that if 
they try to defer, or don't act, that someone may sue to force a decision," an engine industry source says. {{But by 

the time that winds its way through the courts, you would have a decision." 

A petroleum industry source adds, {{They don't have the technical data to justify [approval] but the politics are 

tough for them .... We continue to believe what they're going to do is decide the testing is incomplete, and if they 
do that they can defer action .... We're fairly comfortable that they're not going to approve it." 

The engine industry source warns, however, that some groups both in favor of the waiver and opposed to it are 
pressing EPA to issue a yes or no decision this year. 

And a Growth Energy source says delay is not a valid option for EPA. "They have 270 days from our filing, so it 
would be our expectation that they would have to respond yes or no, as opposed to 'We still need more 
information.' That's what the law says."-- Dawn Reeves 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 10/12/2009 3:06:34 PM 
Re: Draft Action Plan and Testimony 

Oh. I do have it. Sorry. 

-----Original Message----
From: Arvin Ganesan 
Sent: 10/12/2009 10:46 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: Draft Action Plan and Testimony 

Here is the material that should have made the packet on friday. Q and a coming shortly. 

Sent from my Blackberry Wireless Device 

-----Original Message----
From: Robert Goulding 
Sent: 10/12/2009 10:35 AM EDT 
To: Arvin Ganesan 
Subject: Fw: Draft Action Plan and Testimony 

In case u still need copies. 

-----Original Message----
From: Caroline Ahearn 
Sent: 10/09/2009 05:11 PM EDT 
To: Robert Goulding 
Cc: Cynthia Giles-AA; Catherine McCabe; Margaret Schneider 
Subject: Draft Action Plan and Testimony 

Attached, for the Administrator's book, is the draft testimony that was sent to OM B, OECA's Qs and As for 
the hearing, and the draft action plan. 
Please let me know if you have any questions or need any additional information. Thanks, Caroline 

[attachment "action plan draft 10-09-09- clean.doc" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 

[attachment "FINAL LPJ testimony re CWA.doc" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 

[attachment "OECAQsAsCWAhearing.doc" deleted by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 

Caroline Ahearn 
Director 
Policy and Legislative Coordination Division 
Office of Administration and Policy 
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Office of Enforcement and Compliance Assurance 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
(202) 564-1716 
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To: 
From: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 

Sent: Tue 10/13/2009 11 :32:43 AM 
Subject: Re: analysis of Executive branch climate reductions 

Cool. Tx. 

From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 10/13/2009 07:20 AM EDT 
To: "Lisa Jackson" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 
Subject: Fw: analysis of Executive branch climate reductions 

fyi 

Gina responded that an analysis was due to you this coming Friday. 

From: "Pershing, Jonathan" [PershingJ@state.gov] 
Sent: 10/12/2009 10:16 AM AST 
To: Lisa Heinzerling; Gina McCarthy 
Subject: analysis of Executive branch climate reductions 

Gina, Lisa: 

Deliberat 
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Perhaps we can talk about this over the week? 

Best, 

Jonathan 

Dr. Jonathan Pershing 

Deputy Special Envoy for Climate Change 

US Department of State, S/SECC 

2201 C Street NW, Room 1427 

Washington, DC 

USA 20520 

Tel: +1202 647 4069 

e-mail: PershingJ@State.gov 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Cool. Tx. 

CN=Robert Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 10/13/2009 8:41 :02 PM 
Re: Re: 

-----Original Message----
From: Robert Goulding 
Sent: 10/13/2009 04:28 PM EDT 
To: Lawrence Elworth 
Cc: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: Re: 

FYI Larry 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 10/11/2009 01:41 PM EDT 
To: Robert Goulding 
Subject: Fw: Re: 

need 15 minute call w vilsack 

-----Forwarded by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US on 10/11/2009 01:42 PM-----

From: TJV c~~~f.~~~n~~L~~~~~~>LJ 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/09/2009 04:58 PM 
Subject: Re: 

Yes- that would be helpful. 
From: Windsor.Richard@epamail.epa.gov 
To: TJV 
Sent: Fri Oct 09 16:56:14 2009 
Subject: Re: 
Its from ''Inside E p A II ~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-"Deiii>erative-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

(-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·!' 

! Deliberative i 
i ! 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

From: TJV [~ii.~~?.~-~C~!.f.~~~_ij 
Sent: 10/09/2009 04:53 PM AST 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: 

Lisa- any truth to this article? 

Tom 

-----Original Message----
From: Leslie, Grant 
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EPA WORRIES ETHANOL WAIVER APPROVAL WOULD BOOST GHG EMISSIONS 

EPA officials fear that approving a pending ethanol industry request to increase the amount of ethanol allowed in 
gasoline up to 15 percent (E15) will result in higher greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, but despite those concerns 
EPA by law cannot consider GHGs in its response to the waiver request. 

The agency is also eager to delay a final decision on the request until next summer to take into account the 
upcoming results of Department of Energy (DOE) testing on the impacts of E15 on newer vehicles, sources say. 
However, under the Clean Air Act the agency is required to make a decision no later than Dec. 1. 

Industry sources say the agency is considering whether it can defer a decision over concerns that if it is forced to 
address the waiver on its merits it would result in a denial-- which is seen as politically unpalatable. 

EPA faces tremendous political pressure to approve the waiver sought by Growth Energy to allow blends of up to 
E15 in gasoline, including from President Obama, who has stated his support for expanding biofuels and reducing 
dependence on foreign oil. For example, Obama this summer vowed to remove {{artificial barriers" to biofuels, 
which was seen as an indication the agency would grant limited approval for E15 to be used in newer vehicles that 
meet EPA Tier II emissions standards (Inside EPA, June 5). 

At a meeting with industry in September, one EPA official said the agency has major concerns that approving E15 
will boost GHG emissions, according to an energy expert who attended the meeting. 

But the air act prevents the agency from considering increases in GHG emissions as a factor in whether to approve 
or deny the waiver request. The statute limits EPA to only considering whether a new fuel blend will harm 
emissions control devices, and requires a decision with 270 days of receiving a request to waive the existing fuel 
blend limits that prohibit the sale of ethanol blends above ElO. 

An auto industry source says EPA's concerns over E15 boosting GHG emissions are valid, citing a range of 
environmental impacts from ethanol that can increase GHGs. {{There is no question that as the amount of ethanol 
blended with gasoline increases, the fuel economy of the vehicle will decrease," the source says. uover time, 
whether through the indirect land use impacts of increased ethanol production or through decreased fuel 
economy from vehicles operating on higher blends of ethanol, there are concerns about GHG emissions." 

The energy expert says the EPA official at the meeting with industry acknowledged ua lot of politics being played 
with respect to ethanol" and its impact on GHGs. uso they are under pressure to approve E15 even though they 
have concerns about GHGs," according to the source. 

EPA has pledged to use a scientific approach for determining biofuels' lifecycle GHG emissions under its separate 
proposal to increase the mandate for use of biofuels under the Renewable Fuels Standard (RFS), which has found 
that corn ethanol fails to meet a congressional requirement that it be at least 20 percent less GHG intensive than 
petroleum. 

The source notes that despite the agency's pledge to base its decisions on sound science, on ethanol it has started 
to {{fudge." For example, biofuels' supporters won a significant concession from EPA Administrator Lisa Jackson 
who agreed to include uncertainties surrounding EPA's calculation of indirect land use impacts of biofuels in the 
final RFS (Inside EPA, Oct. 2). 

While EPA wrestles with its concerns over increased GHG emissions from E15, the agency is also said to be looking 
at a possible deferral of a decision by citing a lack of data on how the higher blends will impact engines-- a factor 
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that under the air act is a central determining factor on the waiver request. 

Industry sources say EPA is considering whether it can legally defer a decision beyond the 270 day limit, or Dec. 1, 
by stating concerns that if the agency is forced to address the waiver on its merits, based on existing information 
on engine impacts, it would have no choice but to deny the request. 

Although the air act mandates that EPA make the decision in a set time frame, the agency could seek to delay a 
decision until DOE completes its testing of ElS's impacts on vehicles that meet agency Tier II emission standards. 
That testing is slated for completion in the summer, so EPA may be able to issue a partial waiver approval limiting 
ElS to those vehicles conditional on the tests supporting that approach, industry sources say. 

However, sources agree that any attempt by EPA to delay a decision would inevitably spur litigation challenging 
such a postponement. 

The agency {{would like to defer [acting on the waiver] until the DOE testing is complete. The potential exists that if 
they try to defer, or don't act, that someone may sue to force a decision," an engine industry source says. {{But by 

the time that winds its way through the courts, you would have a decision." 

A petroleum industry source adds, {{They don't have the technical data to justify [approval] but the politics are 
tough for them .... We continue to believe what they're going to do is decide the testing is incomplete, and if they 
do that they can defer action .... We're fairly comfortable that they're not going to approve it." 

The engine industry source warns, however, that some groups both in favor of the waiver and opposed to it are 
pressing EPA to issue a yes or no decision this year. 

And a Growth Energy source says delay is not a valid option for EPA. {{They have 270 days from our filing, so it 

would be our expectation that they would have to respond yes or no, as opposed to 'We still need more 
information.' That's what the law says."-- Dawn Reeves 
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To: CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 10/14/2009 10:20:40 PM 
Subject: Re: FDA Outreach: New FDA Web Page Lists Disposal Instructions for Select 
Medicines 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 

! Deliberative i 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

-----Original Message----
From: Arvin Ganesan 
Sent: 10/14/2009 06:19 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Peter Silva 
Subject: Re: FDA Outreach: New FDA Web Page Lists Disposal Instructions for Select Medicines 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-o-eTHJ"e-rative·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

ARVIN R. GANESAN 
Deputy Associate Administrator 
Congressional Affairs 
Office of the Administrator 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Ganesan.Arvin@epa.gov 
(p) 202.564.5200 
(f) 202.501.1519 

From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Date: 

Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
"Peter Silva" <Silva.Peter@epamail.epa.gov> 
10/14/2009 06:14PM 

Subject: Re: FDA Outreach: New FDA Web Page Lists Disposal Instructions for Select Medicines 

,---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-oerrt>-e-rativ·e·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
i ! 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

-----Original Message----
From: Arvin Ganesan 
Sent: 10/14/2009 05:39 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Peter Silva; Cynthia Giles-AA; Bob Perciasepe; Bob Sussman 
Subject: Fw: FDA Outreach: New FDA Web Page Lists Disposal Instructions for Select Medicines 

Administrator, 
I doubt that this will come up- simply since I haven't seen any press on this announcement, but 
apparently FDA has put out release saying that in some cases drugs should be flushed down the drain. The 
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release (which i the first pasted document below) is much less specific than their Q&A (which is below the release). 
If you are asked whether you think, given this FDA release, pharmaceuticals in the environment do or do not pose 

.. _._a_.P!.?._~~~!:'_t_~.~-u-~_a_~.~-~~~~~-?.~.~~~-·~~YJ.~?.~~.~~-t~.~.-~?.~-~.~-~~~?.~f!.l.~~.~-~~~~.Y.?._~.~.~Y-~~~~c~:~:~:~:~:~:ne.n~e-rative-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 
! Deliberative :·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·i 

Thanks. 

ARVIN R. GANESAN 
Deputy Associate Administrator 
Congressional Affairs 
Office of the Administrator 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Ganesan.Arvin@epa.gov 
(p) 202.564.5200 
(f) 202.501.1519 

The U.S. Food and Drug Administration today launched a Web page for consumers with information on how to 
dispose of certain drugs, including several high-potency opioids and other selected controlled substances. These 
medicines have the potential to be harmful, even deadly, in a single dose if taken by someone other than the 
intended person. 
The FDA recommends that these medicines be disposed of by flushing down the sink or toilet. The goal is to keep 
them away from children and others who could be harmed by taking them accidentally. 
Medicines not listed should be thrown away in the household trash after mixing them with some unpalatable 
substance, such as coffee grounds, and sealing them in a bag or other container. Another option is to dispose of 
them through drug take back programs, if federal and state law permit. 
{{The safe disposal of medicines from the home after they are no longer needed is an important concern for the 
FDA," said Douglas Throckmorton, M.D., deputy center director of FDA's Center for Drug Evaluation and Research. 
All medicines listed have disposal instructions in their professional prescribing information; however, this 
information is targeted to health care professionals. The Web page provides clear instructions for consumers on 
whether a medicine should be flushed or disposed of in the trash. 
Throckmorton also said, {{The FDA is working with other groups to improve the use of several drug disposal 
methods, including drug take back programs. However, for some potent medicines that can cause harm or death if 
inadvertently taken by family members, the FDA currently recommends flushing them down the sink or toilet to 
immediately and permanently remove them from the home. Simple precautions like these can reduce the 
likelihood of accidental and potentially dangerous exposure to unused medicines." 
The FDA worked with the White House Office of National Drug Control Policy (ONDCP) to develop the first 
consumer guidance for proper disposal of prescription drugs. The ON DCP federal guidelines were first issued in 
February 2007. 
For additional information, please visit 
http://www. fda .gov /News Events/News room/Pres sAn nouncements/ucm 186598. htm. 

FDA Q&A 
Should pharmaceutical waste be disposed of down the drain or via sewer systems? 
In many instances, at health care facilities and pharmacies, pharmaceuticals are sent to a regulated medical waste 
incinerator. Additionally, many pharmaceutical wastes are disposed of down the drain. EPA generally considers 
sewer disposal inadvisable for pharmaceuticals and discourages this practice, unless specifically required by the 
label on the particular pharmaceutical. More information on proper drug disposal (PDF) (1 pg, 95K, About PDF). In 
hospitals and other health care facilities, the practice of disposing of pharmaceuticals to sewers has taken place. 
This has occurred despite the potential adverse effects of introducing waste pharmaceuticals into the 
environment, and the inability of wastewater treatment plants to treat some pharmaceuticals effectively. 
Recent studies have documented the presence of various pharmaceutical chemicals and metabolic by-products in 
surface waters and groundwater in the United States, and the issue of pharmaceutical use and management has 
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become increasingly important. EPA is conducting research on the presence of pharmaceutical compounds in 
waterbodies and any ecological effects the compounds may be causing, as well as research directed towards 
improving water treatment capabilities. Information on EPA's research in pharmaceuticals and personal care 
products in the environment. For these and other reasons, pharmaceutical waste management has become an 
increasingly critical issue in environmental management for health care facilities. 

Rhonda M. Kennedy 
Congressional Affairs Specialist 
Office of Legislation 
Food and Drug Administration 
P: (301) 827-0285 
F: (301) 827-1614 
Rhonda.Kennedy@fda.hhs.gov 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 10/15/2009 3:45:19 PM 
Re: 

Feel better. Sooo glad you like my shoes. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 10/15/2009 11:42 AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 

I'm taking my newly sultry voice and going home. I do not feel well. I'm sorry I'll miss the senior policy 
meeting. 

I hope you had a good hearing. How could you not in those excellent shoes? 
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To: CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Thur 10/15/2009 5:34:26 PM 
Subject: Re: fyi: in case you missed this 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·tfeiiilerailve·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 10/15/2009 01:31 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Gina McCarthy 
Subject: Fw: fyi: in case you missed this 

The push back is starting. Frankly I r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-o-ei"ib_e.riiiv·e-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 
i.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

-----Original Message----
From: David Cohen 
Sent: 10/15/2009 01:17 PM EDT 
To: David Gray; Seth Oster; Bob Sussman 
Subject: fyi: in case you missed this 

Texas Heavy Industries Worry About EPA Crackdown 
Texas oil, chemical industries worry EPA crackdown on pollution permits could get costly 
By JOHN McFARLAND 
The Associated Press 
DALLAS 
For 15 years, environmentalists have complained that state regulations have allowed the powerful oil and 
chemical industries to skirt Clean Air Act standards in Texas, the nation's foremost producer of industrial 
air pollution. 
But the Environmental Protection Agency last month scrapped several aspects of the state's air-pollution 
permitting program, including "flexible" permits that have allowed about 140 plants and refineries to 
exceed toxic emissions limits in the short term as long as they complied to overall federal averages in the 
long term. 
Federal regulators say the move, set to take effect next year, is designed to cut toxic emissions and bring 
Texas in line with the Clean Air Act. And environmental groups say it will help improve the state's ecology 
and the health of Texans and those living nearby. 
Industry groups, however, warn that getting rid of the state program in favor of more rigid standards will 
hurt industries crucial to the Texas economy, and that the costs of compliance may hit consumers. 
"If there is a cost associated with it, it is very likely that it could cost the consumer more," said Debbie 
Hastings, vice president for environmental affairs for the Texas Oil And Gas Association, whose members 
provide about 25 percent of the nation's gasoline supply and include industry giants including Exxon Mobil 
Corp. and ConocoPhillips. 
It's too early to know precisely how the rules will change or how much it will cost, but there's worry in the 
heavy industries that billow tons of toxins but employ thousands of people and pay billions in state and 
local taxes. Texas has more oil refineries and chemical plants than any other state, and the permit ruling 
comes as Gov. Rick Perry and industry officials are railing against a climate bill pending in Congress. 
Plants could be forced to spend millions of dollars to upgrade pollution control equipment. Industry 
groups say that in turn could jack up the prices of gas, tires, carpet, upholstery and other products that 
pass through Texas factories. 
"The prices have to keep up with the cost of doing business," said Mike Meroney, a spokesman for Texas 
Chemical Council, which represents about 80 companies with 200 sites that produce the state's leading 
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export. "Every site's different- it could be very, very costly." 
States are required to enforce the Clean Air Act, but they're given some flexibility in how to do it. The EPA 
approved Texas' major clean-air permitting plan in 1992, and the state has since submitted more than 30 
regulatory changes. 
The EPA issued its ruling last month as a result of a lawsuit settlement that forced the agency to approve or 
disapprove aspects of the Texas permitting process, agency spokesman Dave Bary said. The EPA said no other state 
offered polluters such flexibility, and cited problems with the permit program's enforcement, monitoring and 
record keeping, among other reasons. 
The EPA held its first meeting last week with the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, which issues the 
permits, to work on getting the program into compliance. The commission's executive director, Mark Vickery, said 
the state permit rules have helped cut down on pollution and said the agency would work with the EPA to resolve 
the problems. The agencies are working through a 60-day comment period before the rules become final next 
year. 
Fadel Gheit, an analyst with Oppenheimer & Co. in New York, said the permitting problem is just one more bit of 
bad news for industries that are already struggling. Several major oil companies are coming off second-quarter 
profit declines of more than 50 percent, although the oil industry posted record gains in 2008. 
"It's bad, but how bad is the question?" Gheit said. "The outlook couldn't be more grim, and yet the government 
finds a way to kick them when they're down." 
Bary, the EPA spokesman, said there's no way to know exactly how much cleaner the air would have been under 
federally approved permits. 
But Neil Carman, an air specialist with the Lone Star Chapter of the Sierra Club who spent years as an industrial 
plant inspector with the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, said he's certain ending the program will cut 
emissions. He said it will prove costly to the companies, but not as costly as treating long-term health problems 
caused by toxic emissions. 
AI Armendariz, a chemical engineering professor at Southern Methodist University who is an expert on air 
pollution and an environmental advocate, said smaller and older facilities could face hefty costs, but major 
companies won't feel a thing. 
"They'll say, 'Look, if we have to spend half a million dollars tore-permit, big deal.' They probably spend more than 
that on toiletries for those facilities," he said, noting that even multimillion-dollar expenses would be a "one-time 
capital blip" for major companies. Armendariz also said he doubts industry claims that consumers could feel any 
pain. 
The oil and gas industry provides about 190,000 Texas jobs and paid about $10 billion in state and local taxes and 
royalties last year, according to the oil and gas association, which represents almost every producer and refiner in 
the state. The chemical industry employs about 74,000 Texans and last year paid $1 billion in state and local taxes. 
The chemical industry is the top air polluter in the state, producing about 16,000 tons of toxic emissions, according 
to the most recent EPA toxic release inventory in 2007. Oil ranked third, behind power plants, with about 4,500 
tons. 
Both groups and state regulators say flexible permits have helped, and point to reductions of cancer-causing 
chemical benzene and ground-level ozone levels in the Houston area that's home to the bulk of the state's oil 
refineries and chemical plants. 
But Carman said it's silly to be content with the progress because Texas is still so polluted. 
"That's like somebody going before a judge and saying, 'Your Honor, I know I've had a DWI problem, but I brought 
it down from 50 OWl's a year ago to 30 now,"' said Carman, who like other environmentalists has long derided the 
permitting process as a rubber stamp in an industry-friendly state. "That's just not enough, especially when you're 
talking about things that cause cancer." 
Copyright 2009 The Associated Press. All rights reserved. This material may not be published, broadcast, rewritten, 
or redistributed. 
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To: CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Thur 10/15/2009 5:39:13 PM 
Subject: Re: fyi: in case you missed this 

Its a good article. 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 10/15/2009 01:31 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Gina McCarthy 
Subject: Fw: fyi: in case you missed this 

The pushbackisstarting.[~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~li.?.~~~f~~-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 

-----Original Message----
From: David Cohen 
Sent: 10/15/2009 01:17 PM EDT 
To: David Gray; Seth Oster; Bob Sussman 
Subject: fyi: in case you missed this 

Texas Heavy Industries Worry About EPA Crackdown 
Texas oil, chemical industries worry EPA crackdown on pollution permits could get costly 
By JOHN McFARLAND 
The Associated Press 
DALLAS 
For 15 years, environmentalists have complained that state regulations have allowed the powerful oil and 
chemical industries to skirt Clean Air Act standards in Texas, the nation's foremost producer of industrial 
air pollution. 
But the Environmental Protection Agency last month scrapped several aspects of the state's air-pollution 
permitting program, including "flexible" permits that have allowed about 140 plants and refineries to 
exceed toxic emissions limits in the short term as long as they complied to overall federal averages in the 
long term. 
Federal regulators say the move, set to take effect next year, is designed to cut toxic emissions and bring 
Texas in line with the Clean Air Act. And environmental groups say it will help improve the state's ecology 
and the health of Texans and those living nearby. 
Industry groups, however, warn that getting rid of the state program in favor of more rigid standards will 
hurt industries crucial to the Texas economy, and that the costs of compliance may hit consumers. 
"If there is a cost associated with it, it is very likely that it could cost the consumer more," said Debbie 
Hastings, vice president for environmental affairs for the Texas Oil And Gas Association, whose members 
provide about 25 percent of the nation's gasoline supply and include industry giants including Exxon Mobil 
Corp. and ConocoPhillips. 
It's too early to know precisely how the rules will change or how much it will cost, but there's worry in the 
heavy industries that billow tons of toxins but employ thousands of people and pay billions in state and 
local taxes. Texas has more oil refineries and chemical plants than any other state, and the permit ruling 
comes as Gov. Rick Perry and industry officials are railing against a climate bill pending in Congress. 
Plants could be forced to spend millions of dollars to upgrade pollution control equipment. Industry 
groups say that in turn could jack up the prices of gas, tires, carpet, upholstery and other products that 
pass through Texas factories. 
"The prices have to keep up with the cost of doing business," said Mike Meroney, a spokesman for Texas 
Chemical Council, which represents about 80 companies with 200 sites that produce the state's leading 
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export. "Every site's different- it could be very, very costly." 
States are required to enforce the Clean Air Act, but they're given some flexibility in how to do it. The EPA 
approved Texas' major clean-air permitting plan in 1992, and the state has since submitted more than 30 
regulatory changes. 
The EPA issued its ruling last month as a result of a lawsuit settlement that forced the agency to approve or 
disapprove aspects of the Texas permitting process, agency spokesman Dave Bary said. The EPA said no other state 
offered polluters such flexibility, and cited problems with the permit program's enforcement, monitoring and 
record keeping, among other reasons. 
The EPA held its first meeting last week with the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, which issues the 
permits, to work on getting the program into compliance. The commission's executive director, Mark Vickery, said 
the state permit rules have helped cut down on pollution and said the agency would work with the EPA to resolve 
the problems. The agencies are working through a 60-day comment period before the rules become final next 
year. 
Fadel Gheit, an analyst with Oppenheimer & Co. in New York, said the permitting problem is just one more bit of 
bad news for industries that are already struggling. Several major oil companies are coming off second-quarter 
profit declines of more than 50 percent, although the oil industry posted record gains in 2008. 
"It's bad, but how bad is the question?" Gheit said. "The outlook couldn't be more grim, and yet the government 
finds a way to kick them when they're down." 
Bary, the EPA spokesman, said there's no way to know exactly how much cleaner the air would have been under 
federally approved permits. 
But Neil Carman, an air specialist with the Lone Star Chapter of the Sierra Club who spent years as an industrial 
plant inspector with the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality, said he's certain ending the program will cut 
emissions. He said it will prove costly to the companies, but not as costly as treating long-term health problems 
caused by toxic emissions. 
AI Armendariz, a chemical engineering professor at Southern Methodist University who is an expert on air 
pollution and an environmental advocate, said smaller and older facilities could face hefty costs, but major 
companies won't feel a thing. 
"They'll say, 'Look, if we have to spend half a million dollars tore-permit, big deal.' They probably spend more than 
that on toiletries for those facilities," he said, noting that even multimillion-dollar expenses would be a "one-time 
capital blip" for major companies. Armendariz also said he doubts industry claims that consumers could feel any 
pain. 
The oil and gas industry provides about 190,000 Texas jobs and paid about $10 billion in state and local taxes and 
royalties last year, according to the oil and gas association, which represents almost every producer and refiner in 
the state. The chemical industry employs about 74,000 Texans and last year paid $1 billion in state and local taxes. 
The chemical industry is the top air polluter in the state, producing about 16,000 tons of toxic emissions, according 
to the most recent EPA toxic release inventory in 2007. Oil ranked third, behind power plants, with about 4,500 
tons. 
Both groups and state regulators say flexible permits have helped, and point to reductions of cancer-causing 
chemical benzene and ground-level ozone levels in the Houston area that's home to the bulk of the state's oil 
refineries and chemical plants. 
But Carman said it's silly to be content with the progress because Texas is still so polluted. 
"That's like somebody going before a judge and saying, 'Your Honor, I know I've had a DWI problem, but I brought 
it down from 50 OWl's a year ago to 30 now,"' said Carman, who like other environmentalists has long derided the 
permitting process as a rubber stamp in an industry-friendly state. "That's just not enough, especially when you're 
talking about things that cause cancer." 
Copyright 2009 The Associated Press. All rights reserved. This material may not be published, broadcast, rewritten, 
or redistributed. 
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To: 
Ce: 
Bee: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
[] 
[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 10/16/2009 10:13:22 PM 
Fw: IMPT QUESTION 

FYI- I suppose this can wit til we get back but here is the info on China, MX, Brazil and India 

-----Forwarded by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US on 10/16/2009 06:12 PM-----

From: Michelle DePass/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Michelle 
DePass/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Scott Fulton/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/16/2009 03:58 PM 
Subject: Re: IMPT QUESTION 

Here are the bullets you requested. 

Michelle DePass 
Assistant Administrator 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Office of International Affairs 
Ronald Reagan Building/MC 2610R 
1300 Pennsylvania Ave., NW 
Washington, DC 20004 

Phone: 202-564-6600 
Fax: 202-565-2407 
Email: depass.michelle@epa.gov 

Lakita Stewart 
Acting Executive Assistant to Michelle DePass 
Phone: 202-564-6458 
Fax: 202-565-2407 
Email: stewart.lakita@epa.gov 

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Michelle DePass/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Scott Fulton/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
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Cc: Heidi Ellis/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Bob 
Perciasepe/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/16/2009 10:47 AM 
Subject: IMPT QUESTION 

Can I get (in the next few hours) a few brief bullets on what, if any, major bilateral climate or clean energy related 
inistiatives we have going with the following four countries- Mexico, India, Brazil, and China. Thx. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 10/16/2009 10:39:14 PM 
Re: Update on Hobet 45 

.. -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 
i i 

I Deliberative I 
i i 
i i 
i i 
i.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 10/16/2009 06:34 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Arvin Ganesan 
Subject: Update on Habet 45 

Lisa -- Here's a short update on Habet 45. 

The region has had several discussions with the mining company and they have reached a tentative 
understanding on a set of permit conditions that would reduce the impact of the project. The Corps has 
not yet been involved in these discussions. The Monday meeting will bring the Corps to the table and start 
the process of developing permit language that would implement the agreed-upon conditions. We know 
from Peg Fork that the drafting process can take some time and is not always smooth. We're probably 3 
weeks or so away from having acceptable permit language and this process could go awry, resulting in a 
longer delay. 

This is an underground mine so there are no valley fills. However, the company will "mine through' 
streams so there is definitely the potential to impair water quality. At the urging of the Region, the 
company is reducing the impacted stream length from 30,000 to 14,000 linear feet. This will avoid any 
disturbance of a high-value stream that originally would be affected.The company is also agreeing to 
mining procedures that, in the judgment of the Region, should avoid adverse impacts on the remaining 
stream that will experience mining activity, along with significant mitigation for previously impaired 
streams elsewhere in the watershed. The permit will include strong monitoring and adaptive 
management commitments as well as an agreement to conduct watershed-wide restoration in the event 
of excursions above water quality standards (which the Region doesn't expect). 

I've instructed the Region to make clear on Monday that senior management has not yet agreed to the 
package under discussion. 

Deliberative 
Naturally, in the wake of the Ken Ward article, Rahall is very interested in the progress of this permit and 
Arvin gave his office an update this afternoon. 

Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
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US Environmental Protection Agency 
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To: 
Ce: 
Bee: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

"Seth Oster" [·-·-·-·-Pers.onafiirfva-cy-·-·-·-·i 
"Diane Thompso-ni'"Iffiomps-an·~aTan·e@e·p·a .govJ 
"Allyn Brooks-Lasure" [Brooks-lasure.allyn@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sat 10/17/2009 12:37:23 PM 
Re: Update on 40th Anniversary Planning 

Thanks much Seth. I gave my 3 ideas to Diane last evening so she could pass on to you next week. In 
general, they cooridnate well with your ideas and they certainly leave room for modification/discussion/ 
or addition of a few "bling-bling" additions if we decide we want to go that way. 

My 3 ideas: 

1- A monthly "40th Anniversary Administrator's Speakers Series" in the Green Room. We could kickoff in 
December or January with Tom Friedman. And we would look to get for free guests of that caliber. We 
could simulcast on our website or even arrange something with cable. We would tie the lecture theme 
into the month's themes (Feb is Black History month, March is women's history, April is Earth month, etc.) 

2- An employee-focused service/apparel opportunity that we could optionally market more broadly. My 
thought is we have a t-shirt design competition and then sell 40th anniversary t-shirts with proceeds going 
to a charity of some kind. Each region and field office can have their own in addition to a "national" one. 
This will require us to do some thinking and legal work on process. 

3- A video 
That would debut next December. The video would be longer and we could then cut a shorter version. 
When we talk I want to pitch the idea of "I am EPA.". The concept is to round of folks- former 
Administrators, our speakers series guests, ordinary community environmental activists, and, most 
especially, unexpected folks. The power would be in having all strips of folks in very short clips talking 
about how the environment touches their lives and what EPA means for them. 

Talk to you when I get back. 

Lisa 

From: "Seth Oster" [·-·-·-·-Personif_P.rivacy·-·-·-·1 
Sent: 10 I 16/2 009 1 o-:31fPM-Asr-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Update on 40th Anniversary Planning 

Hi. You asked about the 40th anniversary last night. Sorry for the delay in responding. I wanted to 
provide an expansive update and didn't have a chance to finish this quick write-up until now. In short, 
we're making a lot of progress. An overview of where we are: 
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By Monday, we will have an RFP finalized and by end of next week expect to reach out to outside agencies. We 
met with Ray today to ask him to help us figure a way to expedite the process of getting an agency on board, while 
staying within the rules for such processes. 

This week, during the day-and-a-half meeting with the PADs and the program communications directors, we 
outlined the general thinking on the 40th (summarized next). Most importantly, we instructed that this will be run 
out of headquarters, not in a decentralized manner with each region doing their own separate and unrelated 
celebrations. I assured them, however, that our plan, whatever form it takes, will have a significant regional and 
programmatic component to it, and that we expect that each region will do at least one, if not more than one, 
significant event within the larger program. 

We've set up within OPA, as part of the reorganization, a {{special projects & initiatives" group (previously called 
Product Review) that will have day-to-day responsibility for execution of a plan under my direction, so that I am 
playing, along with Allyn, a direct and integral role, but are not bogged down to the point that I or we are unable to 
focus on other priority matters over an extended period. 

We are setting up a Steering Committee that will include regional and program representation, led by OPA, so that 
we have buy-in and involvement, for political purposes, from a cross-functional group. 

In terms of themes and general framework, my thinking is taking shape as follows (we should sit down and talk it 
through when you get back from Indonesia): 

This should be a rolling celebration, not a one-day event, and while we should start as soon as possible, it's likely 
that our launch may have to wait until Earth Day (which may be strategically advantageous anyway). 
Organizational milestones like this are challenging and typically do not generate a lot of attention in the way that a 
milestone anniversary for an Earth Day or the Clean Air Act can. Therefore, we should create an extended, multi
month program that allows us to position the 40th into everything we do, that potentially kicks off with a bang but 
then centers it around smaller-to-mid-sized events that crescendo into a December event on the actual 
anniversary date. 

Deliberative 
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Tie-in with natural constituencies and partners and new ones that have never before had a relationship with EPA
from environmental groups to Hollywood, Silicon Valleyto national parks, minority groups to colleges to the PTA 
and Boys and Girls Club, etc. 

Develop one major external announcement to kick-off, followed by a rolling series of events that culminate in a 
December 2010 event. For instance, in reaching both the next generation of American and their parents, should 
EPA sponsor {{Sesame Street" or the {{Electric Company" for one year, so the show opens with {{Brought to you by 
the EPA- celebrating 40 years of work to protect the health of Americans and our environment"? Should we work 
now to commit the President to host a December event at the White House on the day of the actual anniversary? 
Should we tie-in with a movie studio during the Oscars at one of the major parties? Should we get the AFI Theater 
to host a series of environmental-related films, centered on our 40th, and a series of panel discussions? Can we 
launch an effort in New Orleansor in a rural community and tie it to the 40th? 

Produce a short video (4-6 minutes) that highlights the EPA -it's history and successes, but more so it's place in 
today's environmental movement and on the American scene. This video could be used on our site, posted on 
YouTube, played before speeches or other EPA events, etc. It would be intended to set a tone and position the 
agency in a cool, visual way. I have someone in mind to produce this. 

There is much more .... but there is an update. Ready to talk more when you are. 

Travel safely. 

Seth 
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To: CN=Chuck Fox/OU=CBP/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Peter 
Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Bob Perciasepe" [perciasepe.bob@epa.gov]; N=Peter 
Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Bob Perciasepe" [perciasepe.bob@epa.gov]; Bob 
Perciasepe" [perciasepe.bob@epa.gov]; N=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=William Early/OU=R3/0=USEPA/C=US[]; 
N=David Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=William 
Early/OU=R3/0=USEPA/C=US[]; N=William Early/OU=R3/0=USEPA/C=US[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 10/21/2009 1 :35:49 AM 
Subject: Re: MD LCV Event 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 
i i 

1 Deliberative 1 
i i 
i i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

-----Original Message----
From: Chuck Fox 
Sent: 10/20/2009 09:19AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Peter Silva; perciasepe.bob@epa.gov; Bob Sussman; David Mcintosh; William 

Early 
Subject: MD LCV Event 

Administrator and Colleagues, 
I presented two awards last night at the annual Maryland LCV event, one of which was to Senator 
Mikulski. I also sat next to her at dinner. She was exuberant in her praise of the Administrator (and the 
President) in her public and private remarks. She expressed a great deal of confidence in the work we are 
doing nationally and in Chesapeake Bay. Whew. You should also know that the award she received had 
significant personal meaning to her, which I can tell you more about later if you want. 

I also spoke at length to Rep. Frank Kratovil who was very appreciative of our continued communications 
with him about the challenges of regulating CAFOs (he represents Maryland's Eastern Shore). He received 
great praise for his "courageous" votes on climate change and made it clear that he wants to continue to 
do right by the environment. Whew, again. 

Deliberat • IVe 
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Deliberative 
Look forward to catching up more on the upcoming strategy in the next couple of days. Thanks. 

Chuck 

J. Charles Fox 
Senior Advisor to the Administrator 
Environmental Protection Agency 
410 Severn Avenue, Ste 109 
410-267-5730 
410-267-5777 (f) 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Hmm 

CN=Eric Wachter/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 10/21/2009 11:49:19 PM 
Re: JPA- Climate Change Practice Leader- Please review 

-----Original Message----
From: Eric Wachter 
Sent: 10/21/2009 05:49 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Aaron Dickerson 
Subject: Fw: JPA- Climate Change Practice Leader- Please review 

Know anyone? 

-----Forwarded by Eric Wachter/DC/USEPA/US on 10/21/2009 05:48 PM-----

Date 10/21/2009 12:08 PM 
From "Paul Palazzolo" <paul@jpamri.com> 
To LisaP Jackson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
cc 
Subject JPA- Climate Change Practice Leader- Please review 

Lisa, 
We hope all is well with you these days. We are executing a search for a Climate Change Practice Leader 
in the Washington D.C. area for a very good client company with locations throughout the U.S. and 
internationally. 

Please take a look at this position, it may be attractive to you or someone you know, and we would 
appreciate any help you can provide. 

If this position isn't for you, perhaps a friend, colleague or someone your current firm has not been able to 
help might benefit from the opportunity to discuss the details with us. 

Any recommendations for networking will remain in strict confidence if requested. 

Thank you in advance, for your time and attention to the below position. 

Position Title: Practice Leader- Principal- VP- Climate Change Practice 

Location: Washington, DC area 

Salary Range: $130- 190K commensurate with experience- bonus package 
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Company Description: Our client is seeking to hire a leader with key responsibilities for developing and growing an 
important climate change practice. This new position will benefit from our client's in-house expertise, excellent 
reputation, and strong experience in environmental policy. This includes long term service of working with the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, other federal clients, and NGOs on the frontier of environmental issues. 

Air quality has long been an area where they have serviced these clients and analyzed the physical effects and 
financial benefits associated with policies. They have helped to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and assess the 
environmental consequences of using alternative fuels. They have developed a new analytical structure for 
estimating carbon emissions by sector and state. In order to achieve this we are looking for a business 
development, technical and management leader to drive this growth. 
Our client's scope of services includes working with federal and state environmental and resource management 
agencies to address complex policy, management, and regulatory challenges. Services include economic analysis, 
risk assessments, environmental modeling, regulatory and voluntary program support, and information 
technology. 
Job Description: The incumbent in this position will: 

Grow, manage and deliver services in the Climate Change Practice. 
Coordinate business development activities with other departments and perform tasks to expand climate 

change practice. 
Manage staff, operational costs and quality to maintain and enhance profitability. 
Superior Greenhouse Gas technical expertise to design projects and to stay abreast of advances in 

technology. 
Coordinate contracts, climate policy, new developments of GHG programs and business development plans. 
Serve as the "face" of the practice at national and international conferences. 

Requirements: Proven business development expertise, with a minimum of 10+ years experience in the Air Quality 
I Climate Change arena. MA I MBA I PhD with ability to win contracts I grants and superior quality projects. 
Excellent reputation in the climate change and air quality arenas. 

Sincerely, 

Paul Palazzolo 
Senior Managing Partner 
Jonathan Paul Associates, Inc. (JPA) 
One of the nation's leading Environmental Search Firms 

Direct: (Toll Free) 866.712.1810 
paul@jpamri.com 
www.jpamri.com 
http:/ /www.linkedin.com/in/paulpalazzolo 
p 

Please consider the environment before printing my e-mail 

MRINetwork 
EXPERTS IN GLOBAL SEARCH 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

K. 

CN=Sarah Dale/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 10/22/2009 5:08:32 AM 
Re: 6:30 meeting with Ambassador Hume 

-----Original Message----
From: Sarah Dale 
Sent: 10/22/2009 01:07AM EDT 
To: "LPJ" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 
Subject: Fw: 6:30 meeting with Ambassador Hume 

Are you cool with this? The ambassador wants to go over the cable the state dept sends out and get your 
approval. This was the latest he was able to meet today (he has an event tonight at 7: 15), and I figured 
you'd rather meet once the sun was down and pool time is over (and then you can shower/pack/change 
and go). Let me know--he can meet earlier if that's preferable. 

-----Original Message-----
From: "Cenzer, Matthew A" [CenzerMA@state.gov] 
Sent: 10/22/2009 12:03 PM ZE7 
To: Sarah Dale 
Cc: "Bokhari, Saad S" <BokhariSS@state.gov> 
Subject: 6:30 meeting with Ambassador Hume 

Sarah, 

Unless we hear differently from you, we plan for the Ambassador to meet the Administrator tonight at 
6:30. We suggest doing this in a meeting room next to the Club Lounge on the 22nd floor. 

Regards, 
MC 

Matthew A. Cenzer 
Political Section 
Embassy of the United States of America 
Jakarta, Indonesia 
Tel: (62-21) 3435-9705 
Fax: (62-21) 3435-9916 
HP: (62-811) 969-3571 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

"Allyn Brooks-Lasure" [Brooks-lasure.allyn@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 10/22/2009 5:08:46 AM 
Fw: 6:30 meeting with Ambassador Hume 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 10/22/2009 01:08AM EDT 
To: Sarah Dale 
Subject: Re: 6:30 meeting with Ambassador Hume 

K. 

-----Original Message----
From: Sarah Dale 
Sent: 10/22/2009 01:07AM EDT 
To: "LPJ" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 
Subject: Fw: 6:30 meeting with Ambassador Hume 

Are you cool with this? The ambassador wants to go over the cable the state dept sends out and get your 
approval. This was the latest he was able to meet today (he has an event tonight at 7: 15), and I figured 
you'd rather meet once the sun was down and pool time is over (and then you can shower/pack/change 
and go). Let me know--he can meet earlier if that's preferable. 

-----Original Message-----
From: "Cenzer, Matthew A" [CenzerMA@state.gov] 
Sent: 10/22/2009 12:03 PM ZE7 
To: Sarah Dale 
Cc: "Bokhari, Saad S" <BokhariSS@state.gov> 
Subject: 6:30 meeting with Ambassador Hume 

Sarah, 

Unless we hear differently from you, we plan for the Ambassador to meet the Administrator tonight at 
6:30. We suggest doing this in a meeting room next to the Club Lounge on the 22nd floor. 

Regards, 
MC 

Matthew A. Cenzer 
Political Section 
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Embassy of the United States of America 
Jakarta, Indonesia 
Tel: (62-21) 3435-9705 
Fax: (62-21) 3435-9916 
HP: (62-811) 969-3571 
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To: 
From: 

CN=AIIyn Brooks-LaSu re/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 

Sent: Thur 10/22/2009 5:11:21 AM 
Subject: Re: 6:30 meeting with Ambassador Hume 

Even better 

-----Original Message----
From: Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Sent: 10/22/2009 01:09AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: 6:30 meeting with Ambassador Hume 

Ok. We (I) will see the cable before they run it by you. 

MABL. 

M. Allyn Brooks-LaSure 
Office of the Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 

cell f~~.~~~.~·~T~r].~~~Y.~J 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 10/22/2009 01:08AM EDT 
To: "Allyn Brooks-Lasure" <Brooks-lasure.allyn@epa.gov> 
Subject: Fw: 6:30 meeting with Ambassador Hume 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 10/22/2009 01:08AM EDT 
To: Sarah Dale 
Subject: Re: 6:30 meeting with Ambassador Hume 

K. 

-----Original Message----
From: Sarah Dale 
Sent: 10/22/2009 01:07AM EDT 
To: "LPJ" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 
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Subject: Fw: 6:30 meeting with Ambassador Hume 

Are you cool with this? The ambassador wants to go over the cable the state dept sends out and get your approval. 
This was the latest he was able to meet today (he has an event tonight at 7:15), and I figured you'd rather meet 
once the sun was down and pool time is over (and then you can shower/pack/change and go). Let me know--he 
can meet earlier if that's preferable. 

-----Original Message-----
From: "Cenzer, Matthew A" [CenzerMA@state.gov] 
Sent: 10/22/2009 12:03 PM ZE7 
To: Sarah Dale 
Cc: "Bokhari, Saad S" <BokhariSS@state.gov> 
Subject: 6:30 meeting with Ambassador Hume 

Sarah, 

Unless we hear differently from you, we plan for the Ambassador to meet the Administrator tonight at 6:30. We 
suggest doing this in a meeting room next to the Club Lounge on the 22nd floor. 

Regards, 
MC 

Matthew A. Cenzer 
Political Section 
Embassy of the United States of America 
Jakarta, Indonesia 
Tel: (62-21) 3435-9705 
Fax: (62-21) 3435-9916 
HP: (62-811) 969-3571 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Eric Wachter/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 10/22/2009 9:16:58 AM 
Re: JPA- Climate Change Practice Leader- Please review 

How about some of the folks whse names we got from Katie McGinty? Or that guy we really liked but 
couldn't figure out what to do with that worked on the transition- Indian clean energy expertise. 

-----Original Message----
From: Eric Wachter 
Sent: 10/21/2009 05:49 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Aaron Dickerson 
Subject: Fw: JPA- Climate Change Practice Leader- Please review 

Know anyone? 

-----Forwarded by Eric Wachter/DC/USEPA/US on 10/21/2009 05:48 PM-----

Date 10/21/2009 12:08 PM 
From "Paul Palazzolo" <paul@jpamri.com> 
To LisaP Jackson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
cc 
Subject JPA- Climate Change Practice Leader- Please review 

Lisa, 
We hope all is well with you these days. We are executing a search for a Climate Change Practice Leader 
in the Washington D.C. area for a very good client company with locations throughout the U.S. and 
internationally. 

Please take a look at this position, it may be attractive to you or someone you know, and we would 
appreciate any help you can provide. 

If this position isn't for you, perhaps a friend, colleague or someone your current firm has not been able to 
help might benefit from the opportunity to discuss the details with us. 

Any recommendations for networking will remain in strict confidence if requested. 

Thank you in advance, for your time and attention to the below position. 

Position Title: Practice Leader- Principal- VP- Climate Change Practice 

Location: Washington, DC area 
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Salary Range: $130- 190K commensurate with experience- bonus package 

Company Description: Our client is seeking to hire a leader with key responsibilities for developing and growing an 
important climate change practice. This new position will benefit from our client's in-house expertise, excellent 
reputation, and strong experience in environmental policy. This includes long term service of working with the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, other federal clients, and NGOs on the frontier of environmental issues. 

Air quality has long been an area where they have serviced these clients and analyzed the physical effects and 
financial benefits associated with policies. They have helped to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and assess the 
environmental consequences of using alternative fuels. They have developed a new analytical structure for 
estimating carbon emissions by sector and state. In order to achieve this we are looking for a business 
development, technical and management leader to drive this growth. 
Our client's scope of services includes working with federal and state environmental and resource management 
agencies to address complex policy, management, and regulatory challenges. Services include economic analysis, 
risk assessments, environmental modeling, regulatory and voluntary program support, and information 
technology. 
Job Description: The incumbent in this position will: 

Grow, manage and deliver services in the Climate Change Practice. 
Coordinate business development activities with other departments and perform tasks to expand climate 

change practice. 
Manage staff, operational costs and quality to maintain and enhance profitability. 
Superior Greenhouse Gas technical expertise to design projects and to stay abreast of advances in 

technology. 
Coordinate contracts, climate policy, new developments of GHG programs and business development plans. 
Serve as the "face" of the practice at national and international conferences. 

Requirements: Proven business development expertise, with a minimum of 10+ years experience in the Air Quality 
I Climate Change arena. MA I MBA I PhD with ability to win contracts I grants and superior quality projects. 
Excellent reputation in the climate change and air quality arenas. 

Sincerely, 

Paul Palazzolo 
Senior Managing Partner 
Jonathan Paul Associates, Inc. (JPA) 
One of the nation's leading Environmental Search Firms 

Direct: (Toll Free) 866.712.1810 
paul@jpamri.com 
www.jpamri.com 
http:/ /www.linkedin.com/in/paulpalazzolo 
p 

Please consider the environment before printing my e-mail 

MRINetwork 
EXPERTS IN GLOBAL SEARCH 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=David Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 10/22/20091:31:11 PM 
Re: draft opening statement for your review 

Sorry. Forgot to respond. This draft testimony is fine with me. Lj 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 10/21/2009 08:09AM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Diane Thompson 
Subject: draft opening statement for your review 

Administrator: Attached and pasted below is the draft of your opening statement for next Tuesday's 
Senate EPW hearing on the Kerry-Boxer climate/energy bill. The draft has been reviewed by the relevant 
OAR staff, by OGC, and by Gina, Lisa H, and Seth. If it looks all right to you, I'll put it into OMB review 
tomorrow, for submission to the EPW Committee on Friday. 

[attachment "Draft Oct 27 Administrator Jackson Opening Statement.doc" deleted by Richard 
Windsor/DC/USEPA/US] 
Statement of Lisa P. Jackson 
Administrator, U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Hearing before the Senate Committee on Environment and Public Works 
October 27, 2009 

Chairman Boxer, Ranking Minority Member lnhofe, and members of the Committee, thank you for 
inviting me to testify about the Clean Energy Jobs and American Power Act. 

I last appeared before this Committee on July 7. Since then, this Administration has, under President 
Obama's leadership, taken unprecedented steps to decrease America's dependence on oil, put our nation 
in the lead of the 21st Century energy economy, and reduce the greenhouse-gas pollution that threatens 
our children and grandchildren. 

On September 15, for example, Secretary LaHood and I jointly announced coordinated Department of 
Transportation and Environmental Protection Agency rulemakings to increase the fuel efficiency and 
reduce the greenhouse-gas emissions of cars and light-duty trucks sold from 2012 through 2016. The 
rules will reduce the lifetime oil consumption of those vehicles by 1.8 billion barrels. That will mean 
eliminating more than a billion barrels of imported oil, assuming the current ratio of domestic production 
to imports does not improve. At today's oil prices, we are talking about preventing 78 billion dollars from 
going abroad to buy oil from other countries. In the process, the rules will eliminate nearly a billion 
metric tons of greenhouse-gas pollution. 

Each of my colleagues here can describe other steps that this Administration has already taken to make 
America's economy stronger by getting it running on clean energy. 

Even as the President and the members of his Cabinet move forward under existing authority, we 
continue urging Congress to pass a new clean-energy law. Only new legislation can bring about the 
comprehensive and integrated changes that are needed to restore America's economic health and keep 
the nation secure over the long term. 

This Committee held its July 7 hearing shortly after the House of Representatives passed the American 
Clean Energy and Security Act. So I took the opportunity to echo President Obama's request that the 
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Senate demonstrate the same commitment that we had seen in the House to building a clean-energy foundation 
for a strong American economy. 

The introduction of the Clean Energy Jobs and American Power Act on September 30 shows that the Senate is 
responding to the President's call to action. I commend you, Madame Chairman, and Senators Kerry and Kirk, for 
introducing that bill. I applaud the many other Senators, including members of this committee, who contributed 
meaningfully to the introduced legislation. And I thank Senator Graham for joining with Senator Kerry in a recent 
statement that reminds us all that giving America control over its own energy destiny can and should be a bi
partisan mission. 

Earlier this year, EPA ran the major provisions of the House clean-energy legislation through several economic 
computer models. When it comes to the specifications that the models can detect, the Clean Energy Jobs and 
American Power Act is very similar to the House legislation. Nevertheless, EPA has examined the ways in which 
the Senate bill is different and determined which of the conclusions reached about the House-passed bill can 
confidently be said to apply to the Senate bill as well. 

EPA delivered the result of that inquiry to the Committee last Friday, and the members can review the report in 
detail. But let me just state three of the projections about the House bill that EPA feels confident also apply to the 
Clean Energy Jobs and American Power Act. 

First, the legislation would transform the American economy from one that is relatively energy inefficient and 
dependent on highly-polluting energy production to one that is highly energy efficient and powered by advanced, 
cleaner, and more domestically-sourced energy. 

Second, the legislation would bring about that transformation at a cost of less than 50 cents per day per American 
household in 2020. 

Third, the finding that regional cost differences would be small applies to the Senate bill just as it did to the House 
legislation. 

Moreover, even if the cost borne by the average household in a particular state were double the national average, 
it still would be less than a dollar a day in 2020. 

I do not think anyone can honestly say that the head of an American household would not be willing to spend fifty 
cents a day- or even a dollar a day- to safeguard the wellbeing of his or her children, reduce the amount of 
money that we send abroad for oil, place American entrepreneurs back in the lead of the global marketplace, and 
create new American jobs that pay well and cannot be outsourced. 

I think Americans want reform that harnesses the country's can-do spirit. I think they want to fuel long-term 
economic recovery with a wise investment that sparks a clean-energy transformation in our economy and that 
protects our children and grandchildren. 

The Clean Energy Jobs and American Power Act is a significant milestone on the road to that reform. There of 
course remains road ahead, and there are many Senators on and off this Committee who have tremendous value 
to add. Thank you for your continuing work, and for inviting me to testify today. 

2 

EPA-00 13430002929-0002 



To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 10/22/2009 10:59:21 PM 
Re: Maximum non-cap and trade US numbers 

Sure. Loop Gina in and we can discuss Friday. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 10/22/2009 06:07 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: Maximum non-cap and trade US numbers 

Jonathan Pershing has also asked me again about this analysis. 

Where do you see this going? Could we have a small-group meeting on this when you return? 

I hear your trip has been really good. 

-----Forwarded by Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US on 10/22/2009 06:04PM-----

From: "Stern, Todd D (S/SECC)" <SternTD@state.gov> 
To: "Pershing, Jonathan" <PershingJ@state.gov>, "Ogden, Peter R" <OgdenPR@state.gov> 
Cc: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USE PA/US@ EPA, "Reifsny,der •. llanieL~JD.ESt~.~eifsnyderDA@state.gov>, 

"Zaitchik, Benjamin F (OES)" <ZaitchikBF@state.gov>, 1_.~_:.~~.?.-"-~.~.!'-~i~~~y_j "Stern, Todd D (S/SECC)" 
<SternTD@state.gov> 
Date: 10/22/2009 04:31 PM 
Subject: Maximum non-cap and trade US numbers 

As I have been saying for some time now, we are in very great need of an analysis that looks at everything 
we can reasonably count outside the realm of a cap and trade law to see what kind of number we could 
get, should cap and trade legislation ultimately fail. 

This would include, among other things: 

EPA/DOT regulation of vehicle emissions 
Most aggressive (plausible) EPA regulation of stationary sources 
Renewable electricity standard 
HFC and CFC action 
Black carbon action 
Significant state action such as California's AB 32, other regional cap and trade action, etc. 

Reasonable estimate of increase in nuclear 
Reasonable estimate of increase in natural gas, replacing coal 
Aggressive executive orders, to extent such order(s) would have any impact over a 10-year time 

horizon to, e.g., drive renewables or electric vehicles or whatever into the market place 

If you were to add all this kind of thing up, I don't know if we'd be at 5% reduction, 8%, 10%, etc. But we 
need to know in the very near term. 
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Some of these items- especially the last 3- may be impossible to quantify, though I hope at least some kind of 
rough quantification is possible. Others obviously can be estimated. JP mentioned to me over a month ago that 
an analysis like this was in the works, but I don't know where it stands or indeed whether anything is actually 
happening. 

Please advise me on what is either done or in the works or, if not in the works, how we get this going on a fast
track so that we can develop a ballpark answer within the next week or two. Thanks. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 10/22/2009 11 :10:42 PM 
Re: Maximum non-cap and trade US numbers 

Loop Lisa in and we can talk when we get back. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 10/22/2009 06:07 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: Maximum non-cap and trade US numbers 

Jonathan Pershing has also asked me again about this analysis. 

Where do you see this going? Could we have a small-group meeting on this when you return? 

I hear your trip has been really good. 

-----Forwarded by Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US on 10/22/2009 06:04PM-----

From: "Stern, Todd D (S/SECC)" <SternTD@state.gov> 
To: "Pershing, Jonathan" <PershingJ@state.gov>, "Ogden, Peter R" <OgdenPR@state.gov> 
Cc: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, "Reifsnyder, Daniel A (OES)" <ReifsnyderDA@state.gov>, 

"Zaitchik, Benjamin F (OES)" <ZaitchikBF@state.gov>,[~~~~~~~~-~~~~-~C~~iy_~~}i~~~J"Stern, Todd D (S/SECC)" 
<SternTD@state.gov> 
Date: 10/22/2009 04:31 PM 
Subject: Maximum non-cap and trade US numbers 

As I have been saying for some time now, we are in very great need of an analysis that looks at everything 
we can reasonably count outside the realm of a cap and trade law to see what kind of number we could 
get, should cap and trade legislation ultimately fail. 

This would include, among other things: 

EPA/DOT regulation of vehicle emissions 
Most aggressive (plausible) EPA regulation of stationary sources 
Renewable electricity standard 
HFC and CFC action 
Black carbon action 
Significant state action such as California's AB 32, other regional cap and trade action, etc. 

Reasonable estimate of increase in nuclear 
Reasonable estimate of increase in natural gas, replacing coal 
Aggressive executive orders, to extent such order(s) would have any impact over a 10-year time 

horizon to, e.g., drive renewables or electric vehicles or whatever into the market place 

If you were to add all this kind of thing up, I don't know if we'd be at 5% reduction, 8%, 10%, etc. But we 
need to know in the very near term. 
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Some of these items- especially the last 3- may be impossible to quantify, though I hope at least some kind of 
rough quantification is possible. Others obviously can be estimated. JP mentioned to me over a month ago that 
an analysis like this was in the works, but I don't know where it stands or indeed whether anything is actually 
happening. 

Please advise me on what is either done or in the works or, if not in the works, how we get this going on a fast
track so that we can develop a ballpark answer within the next week or two. Thanks. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Scott Fu lton/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 10/26/2009 12:17:16 PM 
Re[~~~:~:~~:~i.i.JPerformance Appraisal 

Sounds fine. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Scott Fulton 
Sent: 10/25/2009 11:07 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 

Subjec{~~~~~:~~-::::~~~erformance Appraisal 
Hi Lisa- Hope you are well. A little road weary on this end, but almost done. Head back on Wednesday. 
As you may recall, those of us who converted from career to political still have to go through performance 
review. I w iII be doing r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-oeiTberative-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 

-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~---·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~ ; 
; 

Deliberative I 
; 
; 
; 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·oeiiile·.=~itlve·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i"Leime-·k·naw·Tr-·-·-·' 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-} 

you have any different take here or if there are any messages you would have me reinforce when I sit 
down with him to chat. Look forward to seeing you soon, and to hearing about your trip. All the best, 
Scott 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

"Aaron Dickerson" [dickerson.aaron@epa.gov] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 10/26/2009 7:55:54 PM 
Fw: final installment of Q & A, and two other related reference aids 

Print and switch in white folder please 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 10/26/2009 03:43 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Aaron Dickerson 
Subject: final installment of Q & A, and two other related reference aids 

Administrator: Attached, please find 2 pages of final Q&A, based largely on this morning's prep session. 
Also attached, please find a list of entities (including important companies and unions) that endorsed the 
House-passed climate bill, and a list of unprecedented measures that the Administration has taken to 
improve Executive Branch transparency. 
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To: CN=Adora Andy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Suss man/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Peter 
Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Bob 
Suss man/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Peter 
Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Peter 
Silva/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=David 
Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: CN=Betsaida Alcantara/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Brendan 
Gilfillan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Michael 
Moats/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Stephanie 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Brendan 
Gilfillan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Michael 
Moats/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Stephanie 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Michael 
Moats/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Stephanie 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Stephanie 
Owens/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 

EPA-00 13430002934-0001 



Sent: Man 10/26/2009 10:24:37 PM 
Subject: Re: CHARLESTON GAZETTE: EPA CHIEF CREATES BACKLASH 

No response please. That includes the region (better make sure they know that). 

-----Original Message----
From: Adora Andy 
Sent: 10/26/2009 04:16 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Bob Sussman; Peter Silva; Diane Thompson; Bob Perciasepe; Seth Oster; Allyn 

Brooks-LaSure; Arvin Ganesan; David Mcintosh 
Cc: Betsaida Alcantara; Brendan Gilfillan; Michael Moats; Stephanie Owens 
Subject: CHARLESTON GAZETIE: EPA CHIEF CREATES BACKLASH 

CHARLESTON GAZETIE/OPINION PAGE 
October 26, 2009 
Robert Rupp: EPA chief creates backlash 

While not yet a household name, Lisa Jackson, head of the EPA, has ignited a firestorm of controversy in 
West Virginia. 
In Jackson's first few months as director, she has transformed the EPA by overturning approval for a coal 
power plant and placing a series of West Virginia surface mining permits on hold. 
Jackson's actions have not only put the mining industry on notice that the EPA is no longer sitting on the 
sidelines, but also put the administrator herself in the middle political crossfire not seen since Rich 
Rodriguez left the state. 
The debate over how to mine in the Mountain State has implications that go beyond the geological. The 
EPA actions have placed the director at odds with a coalition that crosses ideological, occupational and 
partisan lines. 
Ironically Rep. Nick Rahall was slow to join the state chorus of concerns. A member of the House 
leadership, Rahall initially defended the agency's actions, even though his district includes the counties 
most impacted by the EPA actions. 
Rahall has since clarified his position saying that he now "gets it" in terms of voters' concerns about jobs. 
But Rahall's inconsistency underscores a problem for all state Democrats. President Obama and the EPA 
are perceived as being unfavorable to coal. 
Embarrassed state Democratic leaders hope that President Obama will"get it" and pull"a Babbitt"- by 
reining in his agency director in the face of a political firestorm. 
This is what President Bill Clinton did when Bruce Babbitt, his Secretary of Interior, proposed tougher 
regulations and grazing fees on federal lands. Faced with a political revolt of ranchers, Clinton did not 
endorse his secretary's actions. Babbitt had to compromise on this and other initiatives in his ambitious 
agenda. 
Clinton's actions reflected in part concerns about the re-election of several Democratic senators in the 
West in 1994 and his own re-election in 1996. Clinton "understood that a strong environmental position -
if it cost jobs- would also cost him (in 1996) states such as California and Montana" notes Richard Pious in 
his textbook on the presidency. 

While not yet a household name, Lisa Jackson, head of the EPA, has ignited a firestorm of controversy in 
West Virginia. 
In Jackson's first few months as director, she has transformed the EPA by overturning approval for a coal 
power plant and placing a series of West Virginia surface mining permits on hold. 
Jackson's actions have not only put the mining industry on notice that the EPA is no longer sitting on the 
sidelines, but also put the administrator herself in the middle political crossfire not seen since Rich 
Rodriguez left the state. 
The debate over how to mine in the Mountain State has implications that go beyond the geological. The 
EPA actions have placed the director at odds with a coalition that crosses ideological, occupational and 
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partisan lines. 
Ironically Rep. Nick Rahall was slow to join the state chorus of concerns. A member of the House leadership, Rahall 
initially defended the agency's actions, even though his district includes the counties most impacted by the EPA 
actions. 
Rahall has since clarified his position saying that he now "gets it" in terms of voters' concerns about jobs. But 
Rahall's inconsistency underscores a problem for all state Democrats. President Obama and the EPA are perceived 
as being unfavorable to coal. 
Embarrassed state Democratic leaders hope that President Obama will "get it" and pull "a Babbitt"- by reining in 
his agency director in the face of a political firestorm. 
This is what President Bill Clinton did when Bruce Babbitt, his Secretary of Interior, proposed tougher regulations 
and grazing fees on federal lands. Faced with a political revolt of ranchers, Clinton did not endorse his secretary's 
actions. Babbitt had to compromise on this and other initiatives in his ambitious agenda. 
Clinton's actions reflected in part concerns about the re-election of several Democratic senators in the West in 
1994 and his own re-election in 1996. Clinton "understood that a strong environmental position- if it cost jobs
would also cost him (in 1996) states such as California and Montana" notes Richard Pious in his textbook on the 
presidency. 
But unlike President Clinton, Obama seems unlikely to change course. 
President Obama in 2009 is a stronger environmentalist than Clinton in 1993. And the coal mining states, which did 
not support Obama in 2008, are not part of the President's re-election strategy for 2012. 
In fact, while EPA actions may alienate West Virginia, they could appeal to a nation. Clean water and surface 
mining control are attractive issues in nationwide polls. 
In West Virginia, the EPA's actions are notable because they play on the ongoing concern about the future of the 
coal industry. Although the number of miners has dramatically decreased over the past decades, West Virginia still 
remains a state where the coal miner is on the flag and the coal industry is on the minds of its citizens. 
And uncertainty about the industry has increased in the past year. Both of last year's presidential nominees 
signaled strong reservations about coal. Earlier this year, the House of Representatives passed a cap-and-trade bill 
that was opposed by all three members of congressional delegation and criticized by both West Virginia senators. 
That bill will not pass this year, but its proposal signifies the growing national concern over carbon based energy. 
It is not surprising that Gov. Joe Manchin wants a meeting with the president. The EPA's recent actions on coal 
permits signals a new chapter of uncertainty in a battle that will impact the political as well as the physical 
landscape of the Mountain State. 

But unlike President Clinton, Obama seems unlikely to change course. 
President Obama in 2009 is a stronger environmentalist than Clinton in 1993. And the coal mining states, which did 
not support Obama in 2008, are not part of the President's re-election strategy for 2012. 
In fact, while EPA actions may alienate West Virginia, they could appeal to a nation. Clean water and surface 
mining control are attractive issues in nationwide polls. 
In West Virginia, the EPA's actions are notable because they play on the ongoing concern about the future of the 
coal industry. Although the number of miners has dramatically decreased over the past decades, West Virginia still 
remains a state where the coal miner is on the flag and the coal industry is on the minds of its citizens. 
And uncertainty about the industry has increased in the past year. Both of last year's presidential nominees 
signaled strong reservations about coal. Earlier this year, the House of Representatives passed a cap-and-trade bill 
that was opposed by all three members of congressional delegation and criticized by both West Virginia senators. 
That bill will not pass this year, but its proposal signifies the growing national concern over carbon based energy. 
It is not surprising that Gov. Joe Manchin wants a meeting with the president. The EPA's recent actions on coal 
permits signals a new chapter of uncertainty in a battle that will impact the political as well as the physical 
landscape of the Mountain State. 

Adora Andy 
Press Secretary 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Office of Public Affairs 
202-564-2715 
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andy.adora@epa.gov 
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To: CN=Adora Andy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"David Mcintosh" 
[mcintosh.david@epa.gov]; David Mcintosh" [mcintosh.david@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 10/27/2009 7:12:06 PM 
Subject: Re: DOW JONES: TALLEY'S STORY 

I don't mind what he says I said. I don't think it is worth the effort but of course defer to you. 

-----Original Message----
From: Adora Andy 
Sent: 10/27/2009 02:58 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; David Mcintosh; Seth Oster; Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Bob Sussman; Diane Thompson; 

Bob Perciasepe; Gina McCarthy 
Cc: Betsaida Alcantara; Brendan Gilfillan; Michael Moats; Arvin Ganesan 
Subject: DOW JONES: TALLEY'S STORY 

This blurb just hit the wire. He says he will "clarify" what LPJ said- based on what I sent from you, David
regarding transportation and GHGs in an update coming soon. 

11 By lan Talley 
11 Of DOW JONES NEWSWIRES 

11 WASHINGTON (Dow Jones)--The head of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency told Senate 
lawmakers Tuesday that she may want Congress to preserve some authorities under the Clean Air Act to 
regulate greenhouse gases even if a climate bill is passed. 
11 Some legislators say that in order for a climate bill to get the votes necessary to be approved by the full 
Senate, a climate bill will have to preempt EPA authority. 
11 But Administrator Lisa Jackson told the Environment and Public Works Committee that the agency may 
still need powers to regulate emissions such as carbon dioxide beyond what is in climate legislation. 

11 -By lan Talley, Dow Jones Newswires, 202-862-9285; 
11 ian.talley@dowjones.com 

-0-

-----Original Message-----
From: Andy.Adora@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Andy.Adora@epamail.epa.gov] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 27, 2009 2:35 PM 
To: Talley, lan 
Subject: Re: That's not what she said 

No, she was simply making the obvious point that the New Source Review provisions of the Clean Air Act 
are designed to avoid hotspots of conventional air pollutants whose inhalation or ingestation directly 
harms human health, so that is an existing Clean Air Act program that one would want to retain at least 
for conventional air pollutants even in the presence of a legislated greenhouse-gas cap-and-trade system. 

Adora Andy 
Press Secretary 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Office of Public Affairs 
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202-564-2715 
andy.adora@epa.gov 

From: "Talley, lan" <lan.Talley@dowjones.com> 

To: Adora Andy/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 

Date: 10/27/2009 01:59 PM 

Subject: Re: That's not what she said 

Ok thanks ... one thing that confuses me was her discussion of new source review. I thought she was talking about 
still maintaining authority to require best available technology for all hazardous pollutants including GHG if they 
are declared such. 
lan Talley 
Dow Jones Newswires 
1025 Connecticut Ave. NW, Suite 800 
Washington, DC 20036 
Ph: 202-862-9285 
Mb: 202-631-5794 
lan.talley@dowjones.com 

-----Original Message-----
From: Andy.Adora@epamail.epa.gov <Andy.Adora@epamail.epa.gov> 
To: Talley, lan 
Sent: Tue Oct 27 13:04:05 2009 
Subject: Re: That's not what she said 

Two examples: (1) Clean Air Act requirements for non-GHG emissions from sources that are subject to the bill's 
GHG emissions cap; (2) tailpipe GHG emissions standards for cars, trucks, etc., like the rule proposed earlier this 
year 

-----Original Message-----
From: "Talley, lan" [lan.Talley@dowjones.com] 
Sent: 10/27/2009 12:54 PM AST 
To: Adora Andy 
Subject: Re: That's not what she said 
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Thanks. Can you expand on what kind of Clean Air Act authority over greenhouse gases the Administrator was 
saying she wants to consider maintaining even if a climate bill passed? 
lan Talley 
Dow Jones Newswires 
1025 Connecticut Ave. NW, Suite 800 
Washington, DC 20036 
Ph: 202-862-9285 
Mb: 202-631-5794 
lan.talley@dowjones.com 

-----Original Message-----
From: Andy.Adora@epamail.epa.gov <Andy.Adora@epamail.epa.gov> 
To: Talley, lan 
Sent: Tue Oct 27 12:34:18 2009 
Subject: That's not what she said 

She said she wants to work with this Commmittee and the full Senate on the question. She made three points "for 
consideration." But then before concluding she reiterated that she is definitely open to discussion on the question. 
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To: CN=Mathy Stanislaus/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa .gov]; N=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa .gov]; N=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov]; Seth Oster" 
[oster.seth@epa.gov]; N=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 10/27/2009 10:26:58 PM 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

Nope 

-----Original Message----

From: Mathy Stanislaus 

Sent: 10/27/2009 06:24 PM EDT 

To: Bob Sussman; Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; "Oster Seth" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; Arvin 

Ganesan 

Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 
:-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

I Deliberative I 
i.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·j 

-----Original Message----

From: Mathy Stanislaus 
Sent: 10/27/2009 06:20 PM EDT 

To: Bob Sussman; Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; "Oster Seth" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; Arvin 

Ganesan 

______ S..Y.b.l~J;;t: __ f..\N~.Be.9.l.t.iJIH~_.!J.PP_i!.t~.QJ1.A~-~----·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

Deliberative 
-----Original Message----

From: Matt Hale 

Sent: 10/27/2009 06:08 PM EDT 

To: Mathy Stanislaus 

Cc: Antoinette Powell-Dickson; Barry Breen; Matt Straus; Robert Dellinger; Maria Vickers 

Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

Deliberative 
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Deliberative 
Matt 

From: Mathy Stanislaus/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Matt Hale/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Antoinette Poweii-Dickson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Barry Breen/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Matt 
Straus/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/27/2009 05:25 PM 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

-----Original Message----
From: Mathy Stanislaus 
Sent: 10/27/2009 02:50 PM EDT 
To: Matt Hale 
Cc: Antoinette Powell-Dickson; Barry Breen; Matt Straus 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

:_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_---~~ff~-~~~I~~~----_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_J 

-----Original Message----
From: Matt Hale 
Sent: 10/27/2009 02:26 PM EDT 
To: Mathy Stanislaus 
Cc: Antoinette Powell-Dickson; Barry Breen; Matt Straus 
Subject: Fw: Real time update on AEP 

Deliberat 
2 

• IVe 
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r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

I Deliberative I 
i ! 
i ! 
t·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~ 

-----Forwarded by Matt Hale/DC/USEPA/US on 10/27/2009 02:23 PM-----

From: Betsy Devlin/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Matt Hale/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Matt Straus/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Robert Dellinger/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, 
Maria Vickers/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Lana Suarez/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Kelly Greene/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Rick Rogers/R3/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/27/2009 02:00 PM 
Subject: Real time update on AEP 

This is an update on AEP. (use this one instead of the one I just sent.) and reflects information that I just received 
about AEP's reaction to the report recommendations. 

[attachment "Sussman#4response102709.doc" deleted by Mathy Stanislaus/DC/USEPA/US] 

3 

EPA-00 13430002936-0003 



To: CN=Mathy Stanislaus/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa .gov]; N=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa .gov]; N=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov]; Seth Oster" 
[oster.seth@epa.gov]; N=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 10/27/2009 10:33:59 PM 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

: Deliberative : 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

-----Original Message----
From: Mathy Stanislaus 
Sent: 10/27/2009 06:30 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Bob Sussman; Diane Thompson; "Oster Seth" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; Arvin 

Ganesan 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

i Deliberative i 
i.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 10/27/2009 06:26 PM EDT 
To: Mathy Stanislaus; Bob Sussman; Diane Thompson; "Seth Oster" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; Arvin 

Ganesan 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

Nope 

-----Original Message----
From: Mathy Stanislaus 
Sent: 10/27/2009 06:24 PM EDT 
To: Bob Sussman; Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; "Oster Seth" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; Arvin 

Ganesan 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

! i 

i Deliberative ! 
! i 
! i 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

-----Original Message----
From: Mathy Stanislaus 
Sent: 10/27/2009 06:20 PM EDT 
To: Bob Sussman; Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; "Oster Seth" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; Arvin 

Ganesan 
Subject: Fw: Real time update on AEP 

Deliberative 
1 
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-----Original Message----
From: Matt Hale 
Sent: 10/27/2009 06:08 PM EDT 
To: Mathy Stanislaus 
Cc: Antoinette Powell-Dickson; Barry Breen; Matt Straus; Robert Dellinger; Maria Vickers 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

Deliberat • IVe 
Matt 

From: Mathy Stanislaus/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Matt Hale/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Antoinette Poweii-Dickson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Barry Breen/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Matt 
Straus/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/27/2009 05:25 PM 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
i i 

1 Deliberative 1 
i i 

!·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

-----Original Message----
From: Mathy Stanislaus 
Sent: 10/27/2009 02:50 PM EDT 
To: Matt Hale 
Cc: Antoinette Powell-Dickson; Barry Breen; Matt Straus 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-oefill"e-raifve-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-} 

-----Original Message----
From: Matt Hale 
Sent: 10/27/2009 02:26 PM EDT 
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To: Mathy Stanislaus 
Cc: Antoinette Powell-Dickson; Barry Breen; Matt Straus 
Subject: Fw: Real time update on AEP 

Deliberat 

-----Forwarded by Matt Hale/DC/USEPA/US on 10/27/2009 02:23 PM-----

From: Betsy Devlin/DC/USEPA/US 

• IVe 

To: Matt Hale/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Matt Straus/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Robert Dellinger/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, 
Maria Vickers/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Lana Suarez/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Kelly Greene/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Rick Rogers/R3/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/27/2009 02:00 PM 
Subject: Real time update on AEP 

This is an update on AEP. (use this one instead of the one I just sent.) and reflects information that I just received 
about AEP's reaction to the report recommendations. 

[attachment "Sussman#4response102709.doc" deleted by Mathy Stanislaus/DC/USEPA/US] 
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To: CN=David Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Lisa Jackson" 
[windsor.richard@epa.gov]; Lisa Jackson" [windsor.richard@epa.gov] 
Cc: "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" [mccarthy.gina@epa.gov]; Diane Thompson" 
[thompson.diane@epa.gov]; Arvin Ganesan" [ganesan.arvin@epa.gov]; Seth Oster" 
[oster.seth@epa.gov]; Lisa Heinzerling" [heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 10/28/200912:11:07 AM 
Subject: Re: House and Senate completed conference on our appropriations bill tonight 

Manure mgmt is exempt from what? GHG reproting rule? 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 10/27/2009 07:50 PM EDT 
To: windsor.richard@epa.gov 
Cc: mccarthy.gina@epa.gov; thompson.diane@epa.gov; ganesan.arvin@epa.gov; oster.seth@epa.gov; 

heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov 

Subject: House and Senate completed conference on our appropriations bill tonight 
The 13 ships are exempt and all the manure management facilities are exempt. No new bad provisions 
though. 

1 
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To: CN=David Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Lisa Jackson" 
[windsor.richard@epa.gov]; Lisa Jackson" [windsor.richard@epa.gov] 
Cc: "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" [mccarthy.gina@epa.gov]; Diane Thompson" 
[thompson.diane@epa.gov]; Arvin Ganesan" [ganesan.arvin@epa.gov]; Seth Oster" 
[oster.seth@epa.gov]; Lisa Heinzerling" [heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 10/28/200912:11:55 AM 
Subject: Re: House and Senate completed conference on our appropriations bill tonight 

Sorry -forgot to say THANK YOU. 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 10/27/2009 07:50 PM EDT 
To: windsor.richard@epa.gov 
Cc: mccarthy.gina@epa.gov; thompson.diane@epa.gov; ganesan.arvin@epa.gov; oster.seth@epa.gov; 

heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov 

Subject: House and Senate completed conference on our appropriations bill tonight 
The 13 ships are exempt and all the manure management facilities are exempt. No new bad provisions 
though. 

1 
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To: CN=David Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Lisa Jackson" 
[windsor.richard@epa.gov]; Lisa Jackson" [windsor.richard@epa.gov] 
Cc: "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" [mccarthy.gina@epa.gov]; Diane Thompson" 
[thompson.diane@epa.gov]; Arvin Ganesan" [ganesan.arvin@epa.gov]; Seth Oster" 
[oster.seth@epa.gov]; Lisa Heinzerling" [heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 10/28/2009 12:19:29 AM 
Subject: Re: House and Senate completed conference on our appropriations bill tonight 

Well done Gina. 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 10/27/2009 08:17 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; "Lisa Jackson" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 
Cc: "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>; "Diane Thompson" 

<thompson.diane@epa.gov>; "Arvin Ganesan" <ganesan.arvin@epa.gov>; "Seth Oster" 
<oster.seth@epa.gov>; "Lisa Heinzerling" <heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov> 

Subject: Re: House and Senate completed conference on our appropriations bill tonight 
!·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

i Deliberative i 
! i 

L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
Sent: 10/27/2009 08:11 PM EDT 
To: David Mcintosh; "Lisa Jackson" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 
Cc: "Gina (Sheila) McCarthy" <mccarthy.gina@epa.gov>; "Diane Thompson" 

<thompson.diane@epa.gov>; "Arvin Ganesan" <ganesan.arvin@epa.gov>; "Seth Oster" 
<oster.seth@epa.gov>; "Lisa Heinzerling" <heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov> 

Subject: Re: House and Senate completed conference on our appropriations bill tonight 
Sorry -forgot to say THANK YOU. 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 10/27/2009 07:50 PM EDT 
To: windsor.richard@epa.gov 
Cc: mccarthy.gina@epa.gov; thompson.diane@epa.gov; ganesan.arvin@epa.gov; oster.seth@epa.gov; 

heinzerling.lisa@epa.gov 
Subject: House and Senate completed conference on our appropriations bill tonight 

The 13 ships are exempt and all the manure management facilities are exempt. No new bad provisions 
though. 

1 
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To: CN=Mathy Stanislaus/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa .gov]; N=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov]; Seth Oster" 
[oster.seth@epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 10/28/2009 1 :37:52 PM 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

Cool. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Mathy Stanislaus 
Sent: 10/28/2009 08:23 AM EDT 
To: Arvin Ganesan 
Cc: Bob Sussman; Diane Thompson; "Oster Seth" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

My staff is putting the statements together this morning- I expect to be able to provide a draft later this 
am 

-----Original Message----
From: Mathy Stanislaus 
Sent: 10/27/2009 07:12 PM EDT 
To: Arvin Ganesan 
Cc: Bob Sussman; Diane Thompson; "Oster Seth" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

:-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-. 

' ' 

! Deliberative ! i i 
i.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-i 

-----Original Message----
From: Arvin Ganesan 
Sent: 10/27/2009 07:05 PM EDT 
To: Mathy Stanislaus 
Cc: Bob Sussman; Diane Thompson; "Oster Seth" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
i i 

I Deliberative I 
i i 
i i 
i..·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

ARVIN R. GANESAN 
Deputy Associate Administrator 
Congressional Affairs 
Office of the Administrator 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Ganesan.Arvin@epa.gov 
(p) 202.564.5200 
(f) 202.501.1519 
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From: Mathy Stanislaus/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, "Oster Seth" 
<oster.seth@epa.gov>, Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/27/2009 06:46 PM 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

OK 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 10/27/2009 06:39 PM EDT 
To: Mathy Stanislaus 
Cc: Arvin Ganesan; Diane Thompson; "Oster Seth" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

; 
; 

• ; 
; 
; 
; 
; 
; 
; 
; 

i 
; 
; 
; 
; 
; 
; 
; 
; 

Deliberat • IVe 
i.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-

Please work with OPA and OCIR on the public statement and Congressional notices. The Administrator wants to be 
sure that first responders are in the loop, which I presume would be a state responsibility but one we can put on 
their screen. 

Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 

From: Mathy Stanislaus/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Diane 
Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, "Oster Seth" <oster.seth@epa.gov>, Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/27/2009 06:30 PM 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-o·-·-·-·-~--~-b·-·-·-·-·-·-t·-·;·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 1 

!_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-~-·~·-·-·~~·~·-·-~~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-.! 

-----Original Message----
From: Richard Windsor 
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Sent: 10/27/2009 06:26 PM EDT 
To: Mathy Stanislaus; Bob Sussman; Diane Thompson; "Seth Oster" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; Arvin Ganesan 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

Nope 

-----Original Message----
From: Mathy Stanislaus 
Sent: 10/27/2009 06:24 PM EDT 
To: Bob Sussman; Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; "Oster Seth" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; Arvin Ganesan 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

i Deliberative ! ! i 
! i 
L-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

-----Original Message----
From: Mathy Stanislaus 
Sent: 10/27/2009 06:20 PM EDT 
To: Bob Sussman; Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; "Oster Seth" <oster.seth@epa.gov>; Arvin Ganesan 
Subject: Fw: Real time update on AEP 

Deliberative 
-----Original Message----
From: Matt Hale 
Sent: 10/27/2009 06:08 PM EDT 
To: Mathy Stanislaus 
Cc: Antoinette Powell-Dickson; Barry Breen; Matt Straus; Robert Dellinger; Maria Vickers 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

Deliberative 
Matt 
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From: Mathy Stanislaus/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Matt Hale/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Antoinette Poweii-Dickson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Barry Breen/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Matt 
Straus/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/27/2009 05:25 PM 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP 

r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-o-eTHJ"e-rative·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
i·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J 

-----Original Message----
From: Mathy Stanislaus 
Sent: 10/27/2009 02:50 PM EDT 
To: Matt Hale 
Cc: Antoinette Powell-Dickson; Barry Breen; Matt Straus 
Subject: Re: Real time update on AEP :-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·oefib-eraiive-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·: 

··-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

-----Original Message----
From: Matt Hale 
Sent: 10/27/2009 02:26 PM EDT 
To: Mathy Stanislaus 
Cc: Antoinette Powell-Dickson; Barry Breen; Matt Straus 
Subject: Fw: Real time update on AEP 

Deliberat 

-----Forwarded by Matt Hale/DC/USEPA/US on 10/27/2009 02:23 PM-----

From: Betsy Devlin/DC/USEPA/US 

• IVe 

To: Matt Hale/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Matt Straus/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Robert Dellinger/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, 
Maria Vickers/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
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Cc: Lana Suarez/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Kelly Greene/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Rick Rogers/R3/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 10/27/2009 02:00 PM 
Subject: Real time update on AEP 

This is an update on AEP. (use this one instead of the one I just sent.) and reflects information that I just received 
about AEP's reaction to the report recommendations. 

[attachment "Sussman#4response102709.doc" deleted by Mathy Stanislaus/DC/USEPA/US] 
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To: CN=Brendan Gilfillan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks-
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov]; N=AIIyn Brooks
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;"Seth Oster" [oster.seth@epa.gov]; Seth Oster" 
[oster.seth@epa.gov]; N=Adora Andy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 10/28/2009 10:34:14 PM 
Subject: Re: USA Today school air story -tomorrow 

Cool. Gina -let's touch base on this. Tx! Lj 

-----Original Message----
From: Brendan Gilfillan 
Sent: 10/28/2009 06:24 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Seth Oster <oster.seth@epa.gov>; Adora Andy; Gina 

McCarthy 
Subject: USA Today school air story- tomorrow 

USA Today will be running another school air story tomorrow based on the latest batch of data we're 
releasing. The lede of the story will say that the neurotoxin manganese has been found in levels above the 
long term safety threshold in samples at two schools- one in Ohio, the other right across the river in West 
Virginia. 

EPA is quoted as saying that this entire school air monitoring program has been devoted to sound science, 
transparency and protecting kids- that we'll monitor and analyze data to see if these high levels persist 
and, if they do, determine the source and whether it poses a threat to kids' health. 

The article will quote some advocates from the NRDC and the Center for Health and Environmental 
Justice who will essentially be saying that manganese, as a neurotoxin, is not something you want in the 
air. The advocates will also note that manganese can persist in soil, which poses another threat to 
children. The reporter will stress in the article that this is preliminary data, that it's impossible to make 
long term risk determinations based on preliminary data and that EPA will continue to sample at the 
school. 

The reporter spoke to the principal at one of the schools, who said he was glad EPA was putting this 
information out there because there had been questions in the community for years. 

-Brendan 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Congrats. 

CN=David Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 10/29/2009 5:44:22 PM 
Re: The House just approved the Interior Etc. Approps conference report ... 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 10/29/2009 01:39 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; Bob Perciasepe; Bob Sussman; Lisa Heinzerling; Ray Spears; 

Craig Hooks; Arvin Ganesan; Eric Wachter; Robert Goulding; Lawrence Elworth; Seth Oster; Allyn Brooks
LaSure; Scott Fulton 

Subject: The House just approved the Interior Etc. Approps conference report ... 
... by a vote of 247 to 178. Hopefully the Senate will follow suit. 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Woohoo! 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 10/29/2009 6:33:35 PM 
Re: good news 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 10/29/2009 02:20 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: good news 

A clear letter, with all three points Steve 0. had made in his letter, came back from Cass today. 
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To: CN=David Mclntosh/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=AIIyn Brooks-
LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Craig 
Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Eric 
Wachter/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Ray 
Spears/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Robert 
Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=AIIyn Brooks-LaSure/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Arvin 
Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Craig 
Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Eric 
Wachter/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Ray 
Spears/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Robert 
Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Craig 
Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Eric 
Wachter/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Ray 
Spears/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Robert 
Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Bob Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Bob 
Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Craig 
Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Eric 
Wachter/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Ray 
Spears/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Robert 
Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Craig 
Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Eric 
Wachter/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Ray 
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Spears/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Robert 
Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Craig Hooks/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Eric 
Wachter/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Ray 
Spears/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Robert 
Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Eric 
Wachter/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Ray 
Spears/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Robert 
Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Eric Wachter/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lawrence 
Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA; CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Ray 
Spears/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Robert 
Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Lawrence Elworth/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Ray 
Spears/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Robert 
Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Ray 
Spears/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Robert 
Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Ray Spears/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Robert 
Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Robert Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Scott 
Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Scott Fu Ito n/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Seth 
Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 
N=Seth Oster/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Gina 
McCarthy/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Fri 10/30/2009 3:15:50 AM 
Subject: Re: Congress finally passed our appropriations bill. 

2 

EPA-00 13430002945-0002 



Woohoo! Tx! 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 10/29/2009 06:23 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor; Allyn Brooks-LaSure; Arvin Ganesan; Bob Perciasepe; Bob Sussman; Craig Hooks; Diane 

Thompson; Eric Wachter; Lawrence Elworth; Lisa Heinzerling; Ray Spears; Robert Goulding; Scott Fulton; Seth 
Oster; Gina McCarthy 

Subject: Congress finally passed our appropriations bill. 
The Senate just adopted the conference report by a vote of 72 to 28. 

3 

EPA-00 13430002945-0003 



To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

2 or 1. 

CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Man 11/2/2009 12:09:25 PM 
Re: Upcoming CEFCLA 1 08(b) notice 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 10/30/2009 04:54 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: Upcoming CEFCLA 108(b) notice 

Resending. 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 10/29/2009 06:46 PM EDT 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe; Lisa Heinzerling; Scott Fulton 
Subject: Upcoming CEFCLA 108(b) notice 

You'll remember the 108(b) CERCLA process we initiated last spring by designating the hard rock mining 
industry for development of financial assurance requirements. At the time we announced this 
designation, we committed to identify other industry sectors for which we thought financial assurance 
requirements might be appropriate. We said that we would issue an ANPRM identifying these categories 
by the end of November. Mathy is intending to initiate the FAR process for this ANPRM on Monday. 

Mathy is proposing to include three sectors in the ANPRM -- C~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~e](~e!.~fi~~~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:J 

Deliberat • IVe 
There a re th r e e 0 p t i 0 n s; r.~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~ .. ~.g~!L~~~~tl~~.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·; 

r--···-·-·-···-···-·-·-·-···-·-·-·-·-·-···-·-·-···-·--·-·-·-·-···-·-···-·-·-·J·-o·eii.ile.raiiv·e-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·J·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-···-·-·-·-·-·-·-1 
i.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

What do you think? 

Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
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To: "Diane Thompson" [thompson.diane@epa.gov]; Robert Goulding" 
[goulding.robert@epa.gov]; Craig Hooks" [Hooks.Craig@epamail.epa.gov] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Man 11/2/2009 6:39:08 PM 
Subject: Fw: Superfund Presentation Review 

~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

I Personal Privacy I 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·l 

I believe I should go if that's possible. Agree? 

From: Craig Hooks 
Sent: 11/02/2009 01:30 PM EST 
To: Mathy Stanislaus; "Barry Breen" <breen.barry@epa.gov>; "Renee Wynn" <wynn.renee@epa.gov> 
Cc: "Marian Cooper" <cooper.marian@epa.gov>; "Kim Wheeler" <wheeler.kimberly@epa.gov>; "Susie 

Hazen" <hazen.susan@epa.gov>; Diane Thompson; "Scott Fulton" <fulton.scott@epa.gov>; "Bob 
PERCIASEPE" <PERCIASEPE.bob@epa.gov> 
Subject: Fw: Superfund Presentation Review 

Note: The Rahm Emanuel ARRA SF briefing has been scheduled for 4:45pm on Thursday 11/5. 

Pis confirm that at this point, Mathy and Jim Woolford are attending. Thx. 

I've gone home sick today. Given that this is a ARRA SF briefing, I believe you should work with Adi directly 
and get this scheduled sometime today. Can I leave it to you to make this connection back? Thx. 

Pis email a copy of the draft presentation if it is available. I'd like to take a look at it and provide any 
comments, if applicable. Thx. 

From: "Kumar, Aditya" [·-·-·-·-·-PersonafP.riva-cy-·-·-·-·-·j 
Sent: 11/0 2/2 009 11: m3·-AMlsr·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

To: "Schlom, Evan N." C:=:=:=:=:=:=:=~e!-:~~ri~[~~~a~¥:=:=:=:=:=:=~:=:=:=:1 Craig Hooks; Kimberly Wheeler 
,--~~_: __ ·~.rx1.~.~-~lll.iP.s1 _ _1~Le:.~:T~·-~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~~~~~~~-~--~~-~-~-~~c£.~·-~·-~·-~·-~·-~·-~·-~J '' E ri csso n, Sally C.'' 

L.-·-·-·-·-·----~~~~?.~.~~-~~~v_a_cy_·-·-·-·~·-·-·-·-j 
Subject: RE: Superfund Presentation Review 

We should do this today since Rahm is on Thursday. Sally (copied) should join if she can. 
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Craig-do you all have slides you can send? 

Adi 

From: Schlom, Evan N. 
Sent: Monday, November 02, 2009 9:27AM 
To: 'Craig Hooks/DC/USEPA/US'; 'Wheeler.Kimberly@epamail.epa.gov' 
Cc: Kumar, Aditya 
Subject: RE: Superfund Presentation Review 

Hi Craig and Kimberly. Adi is available between 1:15 and 5 pm today, and after 10 am tomorrow. Please let me 
know what works on your end. 

Thanks, 

Evan 

Evan Schlom 

Recovery Implementation Office 

[~~~~~~i~~~~~i.~~~~J Mobile) 

l.·~·~.~~~~~.·~c~·!~.·~~~Y.] 

From: Kumar, Aditya 
Sent: Friday, October 30, 2009 9:11PM 
To: Schlom, Evan N. 
Cc: 'Craig Hooks/DC/USEPA/US' 
Subject: Superfund Presentation Review 

Evan, 

Can you work with Craig and his team to set up some time as early as possible next week (Monday would be best) 
to review the slides for the Superfund presentation with Rahm. The meeting date and time is yet to be locked, but 
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it will be next week so I want to make sure we're ready. Realize it's Friday night, but wanted to send this so it 
wouldn't fall through the cracks. 

Thanks, 

Adi 

Adi Kumar 

The White House I Office of the Chief of Staff 

Mob (w): Cf.~ej~?~~afEr~~~~y] Mob ( p ): C~.~.~~.?.~~~i.~~.~·i~~~~] Off: {~~~~~~~T~i~~~~~~iJ 

~~~~-~!.~-~~~~~-!~~~~~Y.-~~x~J 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Tue 11/3/2009 2:05:01 AM 
Re: Superfund Brfg for WH 

r·-[i~"lit;-~-~~-ii~~---~ 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·---~ 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 11/02/2009 09:03 PM EST 
To: "Mathy Stanislaus" <stanislaus.mathy@epa.gov> 
Cc: Richard Windsor; "Craig Hooks" <hooks.craig@epa.gov> 
Subject: Superfund Brfg for WH 

Mathy, 
!-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

i Deliberative ! 
! i ·-wii.aF-neeas-fa.be-·aa-ne.ta_g.eHfiTS·a-ver.ta-AarriViav·riefa-ca.p\i-as·w·errr-A"na-we-siifd.tafi<.alifwfia·-iae·s·-·' 
to the brfg? The previous ones hv been all political at the level of Dep. Sec 
Diane 
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To: CN=Bob Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Lisa 
Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Lisa 
Heinzerl ing/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
Cc: [] 
Bee: [] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Tue 11/3/2009 5:33:43 PM 
Subject: Fw: Social cost of carbon 

Lisa -looping in Bob P on this note. Thanks again. 

-----Forwarded by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US on 11/03/2009 12:33 PM-----

From: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Richard Windsor" <Windsor.Richard@epamail.epa.gov> 
Date: 11/03/2009 07:50AM 
Subject: Social cost of carbon 

Gina reports that you were surprised yesterday to hear that the interagency process on social cost of 
carbon had started up again. I'm sorry if I hadn't mentioned this. So far, nothing big or bad has happened. 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-) 

Deliberat • IVe 
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To: 
Ce: 
Bee: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Bob Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 11/4/2009 5:24:56 PM 
Re: who has lead on SCC? 

r:::::::::::::::::::::::::::~:~I:~:~~:~~!:~~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::J 
From: Lisa Heinzerling/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 11/04/2009 12:22 PM 
Subject: who has lead on SCC? 

OAR is now organizing intra-agency meetings on the social cost of carbon. This has led to great confusion 
among my staff. 

I thought OPEl had the lead? 
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To: CN=Arvin Ganesan/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Ce: CN=Bob Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA;CN=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[]; N=Diane 
Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
Bee: [] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 11/4/2009 5:34:49 PM 
Subject: Re: Kathy Castor dinner 

I think taxies and women is a good combo. There is no reason I couldn't/shouldn't do that again. I can 
mention water if you like. Otherwise, all fine with me, 

From: 
To: 
Cc: 
Date: 

Arvin Ganesan/DC/USEPA/US 
Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Bob Perciasepe/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
11/04/2009 10:15 AM 

Subject: Kathy Castor dinner 

I've been working with Rep. Castor's office who has been interested in following up on the TSCA breakfast 
with a "Dinner for the Women of E&C." She wants to host the dinner in her townhouse on the Hill. The 
format that we've been negotiating is very informal- similar to the breakfast, you would make some short 
opening comments on an environmental priority of yours and then there would be general discussion. I 
suggest this one should be water, and water enforcement given the visibility of the Times series. 

Timing (and ethics issues with funding of the dinner) is still up in the air but wanted to make sure you're 
comfortable with this broad outline. Does it work? 

Thanks. 
Arvin 

ARVIN R. GANESAN 
Deputy Associate Administrator 
Congressional Affairs 
Office of the Administrator 
United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Ganesan.Arvin@epa.gov 
(p) 202.564.5200 
(f) 202.501.1519 
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To: C~:~:~:~~~f.~~~~~f:~iiy~~¥.~:~:~]Mike Froman[]; ike Froman[] 
Ce: CN=Seott Fu lton/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA;CN=Michelle 
DePass/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPAr··-·-·-···-·-·-·-·-fierso-ri-ai·-P"ri¥3(;y-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-:;sterntd@state.gov;C 
N=Aaron Dickerson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C':us@EPA{f.t\f::MiclieTfe-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
DePass/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPAr-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·Pe-rs-oilaf"P-riva·cy-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·:sterntd@state.gov;c 
N=Aaron Dickerson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C~::us·@l:·PA[i;·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 

[~~~~~~~~-~~~~~~-~-~~?~~-C~il~a_ci~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J ste rntd @state. g ov; c N =Aaron 
Dickerson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; terntd@state.gov;CN=Aaron 
Dickerson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Aaron 
Dickerson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Bee: CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 11/4/2009 5:47:54 PM 
Subject: From: Lisa Jackson, EPA 

Hi Mike, 

I'm assuming that you are in the midst of preparations for the President's trip for China. I wanted you to 
be aware, if you're not already, that EPA is on the brink of completing a Memorandum of Cooperation 

(MOC) with China's National Development and Reform Commission (N DR C) to build capacity foc_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·
addressing climate change. I am attaching the latest draft of the document (cleared by State). ! Deliberative i 
·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· ·-·-·-·-·! 

Deliberat • IVe 

The folks over at State OES are well aware of the draft MOC, but I am copying Todd Stern just in case word 
hasn't found its way to him. 

I will let you know when the MOC is signature ready. I've asked my staff to get us a few minutes this week 
to discuss this matter further. 

Lisa 
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To: 
Ce: 
Bee: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Aaron Dickerson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
[] 
[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 11/4/2009 5:48:37 PM 
Indonesia Follow-up Memo 
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To: Rahm Emanuel, Chief of Staff 
Chris Lu, Cabinet Affairs 

From Lisa 

Re: My Recent Trip to the Indonesian Presidential Inauguration 

Deliberat • IV9 
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Deliberative 

Cc: Carol Browner, OECC 
Cameron Hume, Ambassador to Indonesia 
Nancy Sutley, WHCEQ 

EPA-00 13430002954-0002 



To: r·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·Pe.rsonaf"Priv~icy·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 

Ce: 'cN=S"coffFulton/OU=D"C70=USEPA!C=DS@EPA;CN=MTcn·elle-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
De Pass/0 U =DC/0= USE P A/C= US@ EP AL~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~i.~~~~~~~~{.i_V_a_c.Y._~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J ste rntd @state. gov; c 
N=Aaron Dickerson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Michelle 
DePass/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ri.?~~af~r!~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~)terntd@state.gov;C 
N=Aaron Dickerson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; 

r-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-PersonaTiiriva_c_y·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 ste rntd @state. g ov; C N =Aaron 
'-i51CT<e-rson76U~l)cf6~08El5Afc=US@EPA[]; te rntd@state .gov; CN=Aaron 
Dickerson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[]; N=Aaron 
Dickerson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
Bee: [] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Wed 11/4/2009 5:51 :55 PM 
Subject: From: Lisa Jackson, EPA (this is my private email address) 

Hi Mike, 

I'm assuming that you are in the midst of preparations for the President's trip for China. I wanted you to 
be aware, if you're not already, that EPA is on the brink of completing a Memorandum of Cooperation 
(MOC) with China's National Development and Reform Commission (NDRC) to build capacity for 

-~9.9.r.~.?.?.i_r:JKfli!D~t.~_!;.b.~.og_~~--.!.~rru!!J9_<::_b.iDR.tb.~_!~!~?.L<:!L<:~J!_Qf.tb.~_99f~!D~Jl_U~J.~9_r:~fl_.9.y_~t~t~LL"R.~}T~~!it{~·~~j 

Deliberat • IVe 

The folks over at State OES are well aware of the draft MOC, but I am copying Todd Stern just in case word 
hasn't found its way to him. 

I will let you know when the MOC is signature ready. I've asked my staff to get us a few minutes this week 
to discuss this matter further. 

Lisa 
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To: CN=Eric Wachter/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Wed 11/4/2009 10:07:06 PM 

From: 
Sent: 
Subject: Re: New home email address 
Hotspot 

i·-·-·-Pe.rso-il-aT-P·r-ivacy-·-·-~ 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~-·r·T-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·' 

Nada 

?? 

-----Original Message----
From: Eric Wachter 
Sent: 11/04/2009 04:49 PM EST 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Aaron Dickerson 
Subject: Fw: New home email address 

-----Forwarded by Eric Wachter/DC/USEPA/US on 11/04/2009 04:48 PM-----

Date 11/04/2009 03:59 PM 

Personal Privacy 
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Personal Privacy 

-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
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Personal Privacy 

cc 
Subject New home email address 

All, 

My home email addressc_~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~--~-.!'~.~5~~-~-~?.!.Iv~.~Y..".~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.~·.)s not longer a working account. My new email contact 
address is c.·~--~--~--~--~-~-~r~iri.!i!.~~·~i.·~.-~.-~.-~.-~."3 Or you can email me at my work address below. Thanks. 

Mike Schumacher, General Manager 
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Reliable Heating & Cooling Company 
8463 Delport Dr. 
St. Louis, MO 63114 
314-423-3535 314-423-9989fax 

www.trustreliable.com 
shu@trustreliable.com 

OEX Processing Information 
Processed Date: 
Processed By 
PO Office 

Message Count 

Category: 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Amen 

CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 11/5/2009 1:11:56 PM 
Re: Postponing Superfund 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 1110512009 08:10AM EST 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: Postponing Superfund 

FYI, I think this put it back in Craig's box, and will cut down substantially the amount of time devoted to 
Superfund. 
DT 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 
-----Forwarded by Diane ThompsoniDCIUSEPAIUS on 1110512009 08:09AM-----

From: "Kumar, Ad itya" {~:~:~:~:~:~~r~~~~~(~!.!~~~J:~:~:~:~:~:J 
To: Diane ThompsoniDCIUSEPAIUS@EPA, Renee WynniDCIUSEPAIUS@EPA 

Cc: "Ericsson, Sally C."[~~~~~~~~~~~r~~_li_aJ.~:ri.~~~i.~~~~~~~~J "Ford, Kim R." 
[~~~~~~~~~i~s_o:.n:.~c~~iy~~Y.~~~~~~~J II Sc h Ia m I Evan N ." {~~~~~~~~=~~~=~~~~9.~~c~~~i.~~~i~~~~~~~~~=~~~~~~~~J 
Date: 1110512009 12:00 AM 
Subject: Postponing Superfund 

Diane and Renee, 

As I told Renee earlier today, we are going to postpone the meeting until next week. I'll get a time from 
Ron's and Rahm's assistants. But as a corollary, we are also going to expand its purpose to go through the 
same exercise I materials for the Clean and Drinking Water State Revolving Funds (the big $6B pot of 
ARRA money). Please let me know who if anyone I should touch base with about this or if you guys can 
take care of tasking this for a first draft, and to perhaps have a deck we can review by end of week with 
the necessary parties on the phone. 

Key follow-ups from today superfund call: 
Need to focus on metrics that move the needle but also pass the sniff test in regards to their being a 

worthwhile metric to look at 
If focusing on "this many sites are going to reach this stage", then lay out all the stages for us one 

slide so we can put what this means in context 
Give us some important dates I milestones I etc. coming up that you think could either be good 

event possibilities, or just general news making possibilities (and when those would be) 

Thanks, 

Adi 
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p.s. One minor question from today's slides: On slide 3, what makes up the other 55% of the lead 
prime/contractors? 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=David Mel ntosh/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 11/5/2009 2:26:30 PM 
Re: The EPW Committee just reported the bill 

Cool. Hallelujah. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: David Mcintosh 
Sent: 11/05/2009 09:25 AM EST 
To: Richard Windsor; Diane Thompson; Lisa Heinzerling; Arvin Ganesan; Seth Oster; Allyn Brooks

LaSure; Gina McCarthy 
Subject: The EPW Committee just reported the bill 

Baucus voted no but said he supported climate legislation generally and hopes to support the floor bill. 
Carper was absent. All the other Democrats voted yes. 
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To: 
Ce: 
Bee: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
[] 
[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 11/5/2009 2:28:23 PM 
Fw: From: Lisa Jackson, EPA (this is my private email address) 

I forgot to cc you on this one! Sorry. This is the original note I sent to Froman. Scott- sent the urgent one 
in follow up last night. 

-----Forwarded by Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US on 11/05/2009 09:27AM-----

From: Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 

To: L~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~.~~i.~i(~!.~~a~ci~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
Cc: Scott Fulton/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Michelle DePass/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, 

[~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~j~-~~~T~rj~~~X~~~~~~~~~~~~~J sterntd @state.gov, A a ron Dickerson/DC/US EPA/US@ EPA 
Date: 11/04/2009 12:51 PM 
Subject: From: Lisa Jackson, EPA (this is my private email address) 

Hi Mike, 

I'm assuming that you are in the midst of preparations for the President's trip for China. I wanted you to 
be aware, if you're not already, that EPA is on the brink of completing a Memorandum of Cooperation 
(MOC) with China's National Development and Reform Commission (NDRC) to build capacity for 

.5J_d_<:!.~~~s..i~K.~.V.~~.!~._c_h_'!Qg~:._.1_.~·~·-a_t!?!=bl.l}.g_~~~.l.~.!~.g.9_r?f.!.P_f_~~~.-d_q~.l:I.~.~.~!J!=!~.~·~·~·g-~y_S..t_a_t~J:.C£.~~"§"i!.-i!.IY~-~~~j 

Deliberat • IVe 

The folks over at State OES are well aware of the draft MOC, but I am copying Todd Stern just in case word 
hasn't found its way to him. 
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I will let you know when the MOC is signature ready. I've asked my staff to get us a few minutes this week to 
discuss this matter further. 

Lisa 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 11/5/2009 2:41:28 PM 
Re: Join Thousands Taking Action Today for Coal River Mtn; See 

~--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-: 

' ' i i 
i i 
i i 
! Deliberative ! 
i i 
i i 
i i 
i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-j 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 11/05/2009 09:33 AM EST 
To: Richard Windsor; Seth Oster; Diane Thompson 
Cc: Cynthia Giles-AA 
Subject: Fw: Join Thousands Taking Action Today for Coal River Mtn; See 

More on Coal Mountain (Bee Tree mine) and the need for action by Administration. 

Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
-----Forwarded by Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US on 11/05/2009 09:30AM-----

From: Gregory Peck/DC/USEPA/US 
To: "Bob Sussman" <Sussman.Bob@epamail.epa.gov> 
Cc: "Kevin Minoli" <Minoli.Kevin@epamail.epa.gov> 
Date: 11/05/2009 08:18AM 
Subject: Fw: Join Thousands Taking Action Today for Coal River Mtn; See 
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Gregory E. Peck 
Chief of Staff 
Office of Water 
U.S. E.P.A. 

From: "Joe Lovett" [jlovett@appalachian-center.org] 
Sent: 11/05/2009 07:56AM EST 
To: Gregory Peck 
Subject: FW: Join Thousands Taking Action Today for Coal River Mtn; See 

From: OVEC- Vivian Stockman [mailto:vivian@ohvec.org] 
Sent: Thursday, November 05, 2009 6:27AM 
To: Joe Lovett 
Subject: Join Thousands Taking Action Today for Coal River Mtn; See 

November 5 2009 
Alert Archive OVEC Action Alert 
Ohio Valley Environmental Coalition 

For Coal River Mountain: Please Contact the Obama Administration Today 
Coal Country: See the Movie in Charleston this Weekend; Attend a House Party; Still Time to Host a House 

Party; Watch on Planet Green 
For Coal River Mountain: Please Contact the Obama Administration Today 
Last week, Massey Energy began blasting on Coal River Mountain here in West Virginia-the site of a proposed 328-
megawatt wind farm-to prepare for a massive mountaintop removal coal mining operation. 
Coal River Mountain could be a wind farm that provides 85,000 households with electricity, 700 long-term green 
jobs, gives back $1.7 million in annual county taxes and stands as a model for clean energy across the region. Or it 
can be a 6,000-acre dirty energy wasteland. 
The fate of Coal River Mountain is up to us. Contact the Obama Administration today. Ask them to immediately 
stop the blasting on Coal River Mountain and preserve our nation's clean energy resources. Everything you need to 
take action is here. 

In the foreground, Kayford Mountain, being blasted away. In the background, Coal River Mountain. 
Photo by Vivian Stockman. Flyover courtesy SouthWings.org. 
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In center of the photo, a cleared area where blasting has begun on Coal River Mountain, right beside the massive 
Brushy Fork coal slurry dam. Right now, there's still plenty of Coal River Mountain left to build the wind farm. The 
mountain must stay at its full elevation-- to capture the wind potential needed for the wind farm. Please take 
action today! Photo by Vivian Stockman. Flyover courtesy SouthWings.org. 
Senator Robert C. Byrd has said, "Breaks in coal slurry impoundments can threaten the lives and health of area 
residents, destroy homes and businesses and contaminate water supplies. This dangerous potential looms over 
coal mining regions in West Virginia and throughout Appalachia." Blasting near this massive toxic lake endangers 
nearby residents! 
Return to Index 
Coal Country: See the Movie in Charleston this Weekend; Attend a House Party; Still Time to Host a House Party; 
Watch on Planet Green 
The WV International Film Festival 25th fall festival includes a showing of Coal Country. That's on Sunday, 
November 8 at 3 p.m. at the WV State University Theater, 123 Summers Street, Charleston. Tickets for the matinee 
are $4. 
Next week, volunteers from OVEC and other groups are partnering with the Sierra Club in order to host hundreds 
of Coal Country house parties. Join thousands of concerned citizens across the nation who will be watching Coal 
Country and taking action to end mountaintop-removal mining. Enter your zip code here to find a party near you 
the week of November 9- 15. 
For those of you who missed the deadline to register to host a house party, OVEC has several house party packets. 
Contact the office at 304-522-0246 to obtain your kit, but call today, please. First come, first served. 
You can also catch Coal Country on Planet Green: November 14 at 8 p.m. ET, November 15 at 12 p.m. ET, 
November 19 at 11 p.m. ET, and November 20 at 3 p.m. ET. 
Return to Index 

Please help keep OVEC in action. Click on the "Donate" button below. 

www.ohvec.org 304-522-0246 
Donate Subscribe/Unsubscribe OVEC Store OVEC MySpace 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Lisa Heinzerling/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Thur 11/5/2009 5:27:04 PM 
Re: list 

All good stuff. Course there's other good stuff so I think we need to bring some of those to his attention. 

-----Original Message----
From: Lisa Heinzerling 
Sent: 11/05/2009 12:16 PM EST 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: list 

Here is Cass's list of items I mentioned this morning: 

n The {{beyond MPG" rule 

n Federal requirements under UIC program for CO geologic sequestration 
n Control of emissions from new marine compression-ignition engines at or above 30 liters per cylinder 
n NAAQS monitoring guidelines for human health exposures 
n Transparent reporting of air quality metrics 
n Clean Air Transport Rule 
n Endangerment finding 
n Light duty vehicles greenhouse gas emissions rule 
n Pesticides Agricultural Worker Protection Standard Revisions 
n Chesapeake Bay Water Quality Rules 
n Effluent Guidelines and Standards for Steam Electric Power Plants 
n General transparency measures, designed to get people to see, more visibly, what the existing 
problems are and what trends are over time 

1 

EPA-00 13430002965-0001 



To: 
From: 

CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 

Sent: Thur 11/5/2009 6:32:38 PM 
Subject: Re: msg to potus 

Great. Tx. 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 11/05/2009 12:45 PM EST 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Re: msg to potus 

How about this: 

Deliberative 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 

From: 
To: 
Date: 

Richard Windsor/DC/USEPA/US 
Diane Thompson/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
11/05/2009 12:28 PM 

Subject: Re: msg to potus 

.--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

i ! 
i ! 

! Deliberative i 
i ! 
i ! 
L·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-! 

?? 

-----Original Message----
From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 11/05/2009 12:12 PM EST 
To: Richard Windsor 
Cc: Christopher Busch 
Subject: msg to potus 

****************************************** 
Diane E. Thompson 
Chief of Staff 
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U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
202-564-6999 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Bob Perciasepe/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Fri 11/6/2009 5:46:36 PM 
Re: Social Cost of Carbon 

Thx for doing this Bob. 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Perciasepe 
Sent: 11/05/2009 10:27 PM EST 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Social Cost of Carbon 

Lisa: 

I meet this evening with Gina and Lisa plus two each from their staff. We had a robust discussion and 
came to an agreed upon strategy for the interagency process. By the way, there was no doubt that Lisa H 
was our lead, folks just wanted to have a chance to air the issues and develop a joint strategy. Meetings 
held this week were designed to narrow the tactical differences between OPEl and OAR. 

Lisa will be backed up at the next WH meeting Friday with a very good joint OPEl/OAR core of only three 
people. 

There are some communication lessons here that I will chat with you about the next time we chat. 

Bob Perciasepe 
US EPA 
Office of the Administrator 
1200 Pennsylvania Ave., ARN 
(o)202 564 2410 

( c f~ii~~~~~--~~~~~-~iJ 
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To: CN=Diane Thompson/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Fri 11/6/2009 5:48:58 PM 
Subject: Re: President's Task Forces on Puerto Rico and youth sports 

l".~--~--~~-~~~~-~~~L.~E(~-~~~-~--~·.J 

Agree. Region 2. 

From: Diane Thompson 
Sent: 11/06/2009 09:51AM EST 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: President's Task Forces on Puerto Rico and youth sports 

This seems most appropriate for the Reg 2 RA, or DRA. If u agree I thought I wid check on whether they 
could participate by phone, and the anticipated frequency of mtgs. 

WH also set up a task Frace on youth sports. I asked Peter G (or someone from his office once we know 
the level) to be the designee. 

From: II M i I a kofs ky, Benjamin E. ·r~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~r~9.~~C~~~i.~~~i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
Sent: 11/06/2009 09:40AM EST 

To: II Lu, Christopher P .
11 {:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~~!.~?.~~!:~!.~~~~£~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:! II Smith, E I iza beth S .

11 

{~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:=~~~~~~(~:~i~~~¥.~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~:1 ''Kim ba II, Astri B.'' <C~:~:~:~:=:~:=:~:~:~s!)~~I!.~iY.~~i:~:~:::~:=~:~:~J ''French, 
Michael J. 11 f~.~-~-~-~-~-~-=--·P~r~9.~~I.~~i~-~~i.~.~-~-~-~-~~-~-~-~.]~~Greenawalt, Andrei M. 11 

L~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~f.~?.~~(~_r~~~~i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~]-~' M i I a k ofs ky, Ben j a ~_i_n __ ~~:~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-· 
L.-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--~~!~-O..~.~!.!'..rj~~~y_·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 ''Taylor, Ad am R. '' L___·-·-·-·-·--~-e._r~-~-~-~~-~~iy~_cx. _____________ .i 

Subject: President's Task Force on Puerto Rico 

Dear Chiefs of Staff: 

Please see the below email from Adam Taylor on the President's Task Force on Puerto Rico. 

--Cabinet Affairs 
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This past Friday President Obama signed an Executive Order updating and broadening the functions of the 
President's Task Force on Puerto Rico's Status, which was created by EO 13183 on December 23, 2000. The Task 
Force was created under President Clinton to examine options for Puerto Rico's future political status and 
relationship with the United States. President Bush made modest changes to the Executive Order under his 
administration and the Task Force issued reports in 2005 and 2007. President's Obama's amendment preserves 
the Task Force's original mission of examining and reporting on the status question, but also expands the Task 
Force's focus to include matters affecting Puerto Rico's economic development, and providing advice and 
recommendations to the President and the Congress on policies that promote job creation, education, health care, 
clean energy, and economic development on the islands. 

The White House Office of Intergovernmental Affairs and the Department of Justice are in the process of re
constituting the President's Task Force on Puerto Rico, which will consist of designees from a cross-section of 
Cabinet agencies. The Task Force will be responsible for putting in place a process for moving forward on these 
important policy matters and ultimately producing a report for the President within the next year. In light of 
Puerto Rico's increasingly dire economic crisis, we are anxious to convene an initial meeting of the Task Force as 
soon as possible. 

We are looking forward to working with you to designate the appropriate representative from your Agency to 
serve on the Task Force. Ideally the representative would have some policymaking authority over issues that 
impact Puerto Rico. We are requesting that you send us the name of your Agency designee by November 18, 
2009. 

Please let me know if you have questions regarding this request or the Task Force. Thanks in advance for your 
support and participation. 

Sincerely, Adam Taylor, White House Office of Intergovernmental Affairs and Cabinet Affairs. 
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To: CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US From: 

Sent: Sat 11/7/2009 1 :38:17 PM 
Subject: Re: Fw: Lubchenco letter 

Tx 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 11/07/2009 08:07AM EST 
To: Richard Windsor 
Subject: Fw: Fw: Lubchenco letter 

Fyi. 

-----Original Message----
From: Chuck Fox 
Sent: 11/07/2009 07:49 AM EST 
To: Bob Sussman 
Cc: Bob Perciasepe; Lawrence Elworth; Peter Silva 
Subject: Re: Fw: Lubchenco letter 

Bob, 
I think we've done a very good job on her comments. Adapting to climate change is one of our three top 
messages in the report (water quality and treasured landscapes are the other two). It is integral to the 
report. It will be a priority in our communications with the Hill, States, and the media. 

Deliberat 
We'll stay in touch. Thanks again for all your help. 

Chuck 

J. Charles Fox 
Senior Advisor to the Administrator 
Environmental Protection Agency 
410 Severn Avenue, Ste 109 
410-267-5730 
410-267-5777 (f) 
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From: Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Chuck Fox/CBP/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Peter Silva/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Bob Perciasepe/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Lawrence 
Elworth/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 11/06/2009 06:43 PM 
Subject: Fw: Lubchenco letter 

Chuck-- the Administrator brought this letter from Jane Lubchencko to our attention this morning. She stresses 
the need to address climate change in our CB strategy. I'm sure these points have been taken into account but 
could you review her note to make sure? 

Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 
-----Forwarded by Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US on 11/06/2009 06:41 PM-----

From: Eric Wachter/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Scott Fulton/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Bob Perciasepe/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Cc: Wyatt Rockefeller/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Georgia Bednar/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 11/06/2009 10:27 AM 
Subject: Lubchenco letter 

per the discussion this morning. 

[attachment "09-001-5924.pdf" deleted by Chuck Fox/CBP/USEPA/US] 
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To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

CN=Bob Sussman/OU=DC/O=USEP A/C=US@EPA[] 
CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sun 11/8/2009 4:26:54 PM 
Re: Water Transfer Interagency Meeting 

i-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·1 
i i 

I Deliberative I 
i i 
i i 

l·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·~ 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 11/08/2009 09:35 AM EST 
To: Peter Silva 
Subject: Re: Water Transfer Interagency Meeting 

Thanks Pete. A small premeeting is fine although if it's ok, I'd like to invite Larry Elworth, who's been 
talking to USDA about this subject .. 

Deliberat 

Robert M. Sussman 
Senior Policy Counsel to the Administrator 
Office of the Administrator 
US Environmental Protection Agency 

From: Peter Silva/DC/USEPA/US 
To: Bob Sussman/DC/USEPA/US@EPA 
Date: 11/07/2009 09:45 AM 
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Subject: Re: Water Transfer Interagency Meeting 

I definitely would like to attend. As far as a pre-meet I'd like to keep it small perhaps only you me Jim Hand Steve. I 
thought we were all in agreement that we are trying to keep this rule very tight where only a very small number 
would need permits for very clear water quality impacts. 

-----Original Message----
From: Bob Sussman 
Sent: 11/07/2009 08:05 AM EST 
To: Peter Silva 
Cc: Richard Windsor; Scott Fulton; Avi Garbow; Georgia Bednar 
Subject: Fw: Water Transfer Interagency Meeting 

Deliberative 
-----Original Message----
From: Georgia Bednar 
Sent: 11/05/2009 04:21 PM EST 

To: "Thomson, John F."{~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~~!.~~~~~(:~!.[~~~¥~:~:~:~:~:~:~:~] 
Cc: Charles lmohiosen; Bob Sussman; bednar.georgia@epa.gov 
Subject: Re: Water Transfer Interagency Meeting 

Availability for Bob Susman as of November 5, 2009: 

Nov 16 between 10:30am and 5:00pm 
10:30 am- 12:00 pm 
2:30 pm- 5:00 pm 

Nov 17 After 1:30pm 
4:30pm 

Nov 18 Between 1:30pm and 5:00pm 
1:00 pm- 2:30 pm 

Nov 19 between 11:00pm and 1:00pm and 3:00pm and 5:00pm 
11:00 am- 1:00 pm 
3:00 pm- 5:00 pm 

Georgia Lynn Bednar 
Office of the Administrator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(202) 564-9816 

L~:~:~ii~~~~~~!.~.~~iJcell 
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"It takes courage to grow up and turn out to be who you really are."- e.e. cummings 

From: "Thomson, John F." {~.·~.·~.·~.·=.·~.·=.·~~ir~?~~(~·fi~~.~i.·~.·~.·~·~.·~~.·~.·~ .. ~J 
To: Georgia Bednar/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Lori Keyton/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, <Kisha.Simms@osec.usda.gov>, 
<Cheryi_Stewart@ios.doi.gov>, <Robert.Bonnie@osec.usda.gov>, <gladys_battle@ios.doi.gov>, 
<arnab.raychaudhuri@us.army.mil> 
Date: 11/05/2009 02:24 PM 
Subject: Water Transfer Interagency Meeting 

Hi 

CEQ would like to schedule an interagency meeting regarding EPA's proposal to issue a new water transfer rule. 

By way of background, Bob Sussman and Pete Silva at EPA held an interagency meeting a few weeks back on this 
topic that was attended by CEQ USDA, Army Corps and DOl. This meeting would be a follow up conversation to 
explore next steps and would be hosted by Gary Guzy and Mike Boots from CEQ. 

Please let me know your principal's availability for the times below by COB Friday: 

Nov 16 between 10:30am and 5:00pm 
Nov 17 After 1:30pm 
Nov 18 Between 1:30pm and 5:00pm 
Nov 19 between 11:00pm and 1:00pm and 3:00pm and 5:00pm 

Best, 

John Thomson 
Special Assistant to the Chair 
Council on Environmental Quality 
!·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·:( 0) 

i-~~:.:.~.~:~-~~~:~-~~j( m) 
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To: CN=Robert Goulding/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US@EPA[] 
From: CN=Richard Windsor/OU=DC/O=USEPA/C=US 
Sent: Sun 11/8/2009 4:34:25 PM 
Subject: Re: Remarks by the President on Upcoming Vote in the House of Representatives on 
Health Care Reform 

Well done Rob. Tx. 

From: Robert Goulding 
Sent: 11/08/2009 11:32 AM EST 
To: "Lisa Jackson" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 
Cc: Eric Wachter 
Subject: Re: Remarks by the President on Upcoming Vote in the House of Representatives on Health Care 

Reform 

You'll be speaking to APHA today in front of an audience of roughly 5 thousand health professionals. Late 
yesterday, Georges C Benjamin (exec dir of APHA) said, "With passage of this bill, the House takes 
important steps toward universal coverage, supporting important insurance reforms and moving our 
health system from one that focuses on treating the sick to one that focuses on keeping people healthy." 
Of note, APHA is still concerned about the limited rights of women to 'reproductive health services.' 

You are the only member of the President's cabinet speaking, and you may want to add to the remarks 
(which were drafted prior to Saturday bill passing) something along the lines of: 

Its an honor to speak to dedicated health professionals on such a historic day. For the first time in over 40 
years, Americans have woken up to being one step closer to a President's commitment, codified by the 
House of Representatives, to quality and affordable healthcare. 

Or, just something to represent the President on such a historic and nicely coincidental day. 

From: Robert Goulding 
Sent: 11/07/2009 06:14PM EST 
To: "Lisa Jackson" <windsor.richard@epa.gov> 
Subject: Fw: Remarks by the President on Upcoming Vote in the House of Representatives on Health 

Care Reform 

FYI. 
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T aylo r, 

Adam R. '' L~.~-~-~-~-~-~-~~~~?.~.~I.~i.~~~ci.~.~-~-~-~-~-~-~-~ '' M i Ia kofsky, Benjamin E.'' L~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~{.~~i.~~C~{.(v~a§i~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~J 
Subject: Remarks by the President on Upcoming Vote in the House of Representatives on Health Care Reform 

Dear Chiefs of Staff: 

Please see the President's remarks on the upcoming vote on health care reform. 

--Cabinet Affairs 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

Office of the Press Secretary 

For Immediate Release November 7, 2009 

REMARKS BY THE PRESIDENT 

ON THE UPCOMING VOTE IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

ON HEALTH CARE REFORM 

Rose Garden 

1:20 P.M. EST 
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THE PRESIDENT: Good afternoon, everybody. I just want to say a few words about the landmark vote that the 
House of Representatives is poised to take today-- a vote that can bring us one step closer to making real the 
promise of quality, affordable health care for the American people. 

For the better part of a year now, members of the House and the Senate have been working diligently and 
constructively to craft legislation that will benefit millions of American families and millions of American businesses 
who urgently need it. For the first time ever, they've passed bills through every single committee responsible for 
reform. They've brought us closer than we have ever been to passing health insurance reform on behalf of the 
American people. 

Now is the time to finish the job. The bill that the House has produced will provide stability and security for 
Americans who have insurance; quality, affordable options for those who don't; and lower costs for American 
families and American businesses. And as I've insisted from the beginning, it is a bill that is fully paid for and will 
actually reduce our long-term federal deficit. 

This bill is change that the American people urgently need. Don't just take my word for it. Consider the national 
groups who've come out in support of this bill on behalf of their members: The Consumers Union supports it 
because it will create-- and I quote-- "a more secure, affordable health care system for the American people." 

The American Medical Association and the American Nurses Association support it on behalf of doctors and nurses 
and medical professionals who know firsthand what's broken in our current system, and who see what happens 
when their patients can't get the care they need because of insurance industry bureaucracies. 

The National Farmers Union supports this bill because it will control costs for farmers and ranchers, and address 
the unique challenges rural Americans face when it comes to receiving quality care. 

And the AARP supports it because it will achieve the goal for which the AARP has been fighting for decades-
reducing the cost of health care, expanding coverage for America's seniors, and strengthening Medicare for the 
long haul. 

Now, no bill can ever contain everything that everybody wants, or please every constituency and every district. 
That's an impossible task. But what is possible, what's in our grasp right now is the chance to prevent a future 
where every day 14,000 Americans continue to lose their health insurance, and every year 18,000 Americans die 
because they don't have it; a future where crushing costs keep small businesses from succeeding and big 
businesses from competing in the global economy; a future where countless dreams are deferred or scaled back 
because of a broken system we could have fixed when we had the chance. 
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What we can do right now is choose a better future and pass a bill that brings us to the very cusp of building 
what so many generations of Americans have sought to build-- a better health care system for this country. 

Millions of Americans are watching right now. Their families and their businesses are counting on us. After all, 
this is why they sent us here, to finally confront the challenges that Washington had been putting off for decades-
to make their lives better, to leave this country stronger than we found it. 

I just came from the Hill where I talked to the members of Congress there, and I reminded them that 
opportunities like this come around maybe once in a generation. Most public servants pass through their entire 
careers without a chance to make as important a difference in the lives of their constituents and the life of this 
country. This is their moment, this is our moment, to live up to the trust that the American people have placed in 
us-- even when it's hard; especially when it's hard. This is our moment to deliver. 

I urge members of Congress to rise to this moment. Answer the call of history, and vote yes for health 
insurance reform for America. 

Thanks. 

END 1:25 P.M. EST 
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